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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION. 



The pamphlets lately published under the titles, *» Concealment 
Unveiled, a Tale of the Mansion House/' with ** Sequel *' to same, 
or " Submission of the Sir Eowland Hill Committee," were drawn 
up not for the purpose of reflecting upon this Committee for having, 
under circumstances of much embarrassment, concealed from the 
subscribers to the Memorial Fund and from the public vital and 
essential facts. The object of these pubhcations was to show from 
the proceedings and practical assent of this Committee that the 
reformed penny postage system was no invention whatever on the 
part of Sir Eowland Hill, but was, by their own assent, simply an 
unacknowledged reproduction of the prior proposals of other men. 
And such being the case, as with the scheme so with the adhesive 
postage stamp which saved the scheme and has carried it out in 
practice. The stamp, too, was not an original idea, but equally the 
prior proposal of another man, now clearly proved to have been the 
invention and timely proposal of James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, 
who laid this plan before the Mercantile Committee of the City of 
London, and before Sir Rowland Hill himself a year and a half before 
the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into ParKament, in a letter 
now in the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the 
late Sir Henry Cole, then Secretary to this City of London Mercantile 
Committee, and which now historical document is here re-published. 

A first edition of this " Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill 
Committee" having been exhausted without having reached the 
provincial and Scottish press, a second edition is now published, to 
which is attached a number of additional articles from the press in 
recognition of my late father as having been the originator of the 
adhesive postage stamp. Friends and supporters at a distance from 
each other, not in the habit of seeing their respective publications, 
will thus have an opportmiity of noting the mutual and widespread 
recognition which the name of James Chalmers has now obtained in 
respect of a boon the value and importance of which, with the 
circumstances under which the same became adopted directly from 
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the hands of the inventor, will be found shortly stated in my letter 
addressed to the Dundee Advertiser, at page 62. 

In the additional recognitions now obtained amongst the London 
press, I have reason to be especially gratified with the repeated articles 
in Bric-a-Brac, edited by the well-known and popular Mr. Palmer of 
the Strand, as representing the views of an important section of 
PhilateHsts, that body of stamp collectors brought into existence by 
the reformed postage system, to whom that system has been a study, 
and the originator of the adhesive postage stamp their special deity. 
The allegiance of Biic-a-Brac has been transferred to James Chalmers 
as having been beyond dispute the originator of that stamp dealt with 
in countless numbers throughout the world. Nor does Bric-a-Brac 
stand alone amongst Philatelists in this transfer of allegiance. Per- 
haps in no country do such stamp collectors exist in larger numbers 
than in the United States, and there, too, the verdict upon the indis- 
putable case I have been enabled to present is, '' It v/ill be well for 
*' stamp collectors to change their patron saint, and to recognise as the 
** real inventor, James Chalmers." The Stamp Collector magazine of 
Chicago joins that of St. Louis in this declaration. Further 
important recognitions have been obtained in American literary and 
historical quarters, where not only in the Bureau of Education at 
Washington, but in every hbrary of importance, the facts in recog- 
nition of James Chalmers are being read and considered upon the 
evidence. 

Keverting to London articles, I would point to the circular of the 
great pubHshing firm of Messrs. Triibner & Co., and which will carry 
the facts to all quarters of the globe — ^to the support which has been 
afforded me by that learned and popular writer, Mr. E. Walford — ^also 
to the favour which has been accorded me in the City proper by those 
journals specially recording the proceedings of the great City Cor- 
poration and of the London Vestries. Perhaps no more complete, if 
indirect, recognition of the validity and unanswerable nature of my 
statements could be desired than in the remarks of the Citizen, 
specially representing, it will be seen, the Sir Eowland Hill 
Committee itself. 

Nor have I omitted to publish opinions unfavourable to my cause, 
such as the article put forward in that important journal, the 
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Liverpool Daily Post, page 67, and to which I ask reference. Why 
this matter has not been more generally noticed by the London 
papers most usually read by the public is easily explained. Added 
to the natural indisposition to admit a mistake, powerful influences 
have been at work to stifle the fresh light I have brought to bear 
upon the whole subject of penny postage reform. Some idea of the 
vituperation to which I have been subjected will be found under the 
article in the Encyclopedia Britannica — while .amongst other misrepre- 
sentations it has been freely circulated that I am a person imder the 
hallucination " that his father invented the penny postage scheme,'' 
thus rendering my claim too ludicrous to obtain attention. But 
all this is only a tribute to the unanswerable nature of my case, 
and sooner or later my father's name and services, recorded by the 
Encyclopedia Britannica, and already widely recognised elsewhere at 
home and abroad, will equally obtain from the London press that 
recognition which is ever generously accorded to those who have done 
some public service. For what is the use of a scheme, however 
desirable, if you cannot carry it out in practice ? This it is which 
James Chalmers at a critical moment effected in the case of the 
reformed postage system, and however difficult it may be to dispel a 
long cherished delusion, to disperse preconceived ideas, every fresh 
effort on my part to vindicate my father's name and services continues 
to be attended with ever happier results, such as cannot fail ultimately 
to bring about a powerful reaction in favour of a neglected and 
unassuming public benefactor. 
1, Mayfield Eoad, 

Wimbledon, November, 1886. 

I have omitted in the above to call attention to the fact that this 
claim of mine on behalf of my late father is nothing new, if generally 
unknown and the credit attributed to the wrong man. Li proof of 
this I may point to the local honours conferred upon James Chalmers 
over forty years ago ; to the remarkable letter of Sir Bartle Frere, 
given at page 86, and to an article which lately appeared in the 
Leisure Hour descriptive of a day in the Post Office, wherein the able 
writer, when arriving at the adhesive stamp, designates same " the 
Chalmers stamp," though, as in the case of Sir Bartle Frere, never 



having heard of me or my publications. 
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PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION. 



DECISION OP THE DICTIONABY OF NATIONAL BIOGBAFIIY 
IN FAVOUR OF JAMES CHALMERS. 

In now issuing this Edition, I am enabled to accompany same by an 
announcement of the highest importance to my cause. In the 
9th Volume of the Dictionary of National Biography ^ just issued, is 
contained a biographical notice of James Chalmers as Post Office 
Reformer and Inventor of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. This standard 
work is well known to be conducted by the leading literary men of the 
day, and acknowledged as being the special authority in such matters 
of historical research. No stronger testimony could be borne to the 
irresistible nature of the evidence I have been enabled to produce than 
now to find in this further instance of investigation by a learned 
tribunal, as in the case of the former investigation by the Encyclopcedia 
Britannica, an emphatic decision in my favour — and this notwith- 
standing that I have continued to labour under the disadvantage of 
being without the correspondence betwixt my late father and 
Sir Rowland Hill — a correspondence solely in the possession of my 
opponent in these investigations ; while only such " extracts " from 
same as he has thought desirable has he yet been called upon to 
produce. Consequently, any "admissions** said to have been obtained 
from James Chalmers, now brought forward under such circumstances 
without the context, are of course valueless ; more especially so as it 
will now be seen, from a perusal of this pamphlet, that Sir Rowland 
HiU was an adept in obtaining admissions to which he was not 
entitled. 

Graceful recognition is further bestowed in this biogi'aphical 
notice upon the early postal and general public sersaces of James 
Chalmers, who '' laid his plan before Mr. Wallace, M.P. for 
Greenock,** and Chairman of the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons of 1837 and 1888 upon the proposed penny postage scheme 
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of Mr. Rowland Hill ; '* he also corresponded with Joseph Hume, 
** M.P., with Patrick Chalmers, M.P., and with Rowland Hill himself 
" in 1889 and 1840." 

James Chalmers, then, is again declared to have been the inventor 
of the Adhesive Postage Stamp " in the month of August, 1834 ** — 
a period on referring to which, in his " Life," Sir Rowland Hill has 
left it on record that, as far as he knew or was concerned, ** Of course, 
" adhesive stamps were yet undreamt of." Nor has it been shown 
that at any period Sir Rowland Hill invented this stamp; while 
on the other hand it is proved in this pamphlet that, so far from 
having been the inventor of this stamp, the penny postage scheme 
itself, hitherto taken as his invention, was nothing more than the 
unacknowledged reproduction of the prior proposals of other men. 

So much for the invention. But coming now to the question. Who 
first proposed to apply James Chalmers* invention for the purpose of 
carrying out the proposed reformed postal system ? This biography 
tells us that " Mr. Pearson Hill has satisfactorily shown that his father 
" (Sir Rowland Hill) had contemplated the possible use of the adhesive 
" stamp before Chalmers' plan was made known." That is, made 
known to Mr. Wallace in December, 1837, the House of Commons 
Committee having first met in November. If such was the case, it 
would be interesting to know what possible or practical benefit the 
penny postage scheme derived from this, the " contemplation " of Sir 
Rowland Hill? While Rowland Hill was, as we are told, ** contemplat- 
** ing," James Chalmers was (ictingj in that he at once wrote up, with 
his plan of August, 1834, to London, urging its adoption* That was 
practical, and had the grand practical effect of saving and carrying 
out the scheme ; while Mr. Hill's contemplations extended up to the 
26th December, 1889, when at length he adopted Chalmers' plan 
after the passing of the Penny Postage Bill. Li thus finding it stated 
that Sir Rowland Hill '^ contemplated the possible use " of this stamp, 
I have again been placed at a disadvantage, inasmuch as this biogra- 
phical notice, emanating from learned men whom I have never seen, 
was drawn up prior to the publication of my pamphlet, The Adhesive 
Postage Stamp. Li that pamphlet it is easily and clearly proved that 
the adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out 
the penny postage scheme in practice formed no part of the original 
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proposals or intentions of Sir Eowland Hill. His plan was that of 
the impressed stamp on covers or wrappers, or on the sheet of letter 
paper itself, as may be read in his pamphlet of 1837. Again, in his 
letter to Lord Litchfield of 9th January, 1838, explaining his scheme, 
he repeats this, and this alone (see page 53). Again, in his reply to 
Mr. Chalmers of 8rd March, 1838, he makes no pretension to being 
in favour of an 8.dhesive stamp (see page 52). And more conclusive 
still, if more is wanted, I beg reference to the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer when introducing the Penny Postage Bill on the 
5th July, 1839 (see page 53) : ** The plan of Mr. Eowland Hill was 
** that a stamped cover was dbsoltUely to he vsed in all cases ; " and 
for this impressed stamped cover alone was a ** power'* asked for. 
Again, read the Press as late as the 30th August, 1839, the Times of 
which date has the following paragraph : ** The Penny Postage will 
** commence, we learn, on the 1st January next. It is intended that 
** stamped envelopes shall be sold at every post-office, so that stationers 
*• and other shopkeepers may, as well as the pubhc, supply themselves 
" at a minute's notice." Not a word as to an adhesive stamp being 
in contemplation. 

The Bill having passed, and Mr. Hill relegated to the Treasury to 
carry out the reformed scheme, after plans had been called for from 
the public and nothing better found, the adhesive stamp was at length 
officially adopted by Mr. Hill in conjunction with his own plan already 
mentioned. Then Mr. Hill pretends that the adhesive stamp had been 
" contemplated " by him ever since February, 1837 — a mere pretext 
and afterthought, bred of the success which had attended James 
Chalmers' happy invention and proposal. Li a letter of date 
18th January, 1840, Mr. Hill accordingly writes to Mr. Chalmers to 
that effect — sends Chalmers about his business, and usurps the merit 
properly belonging to the Dundee bookseller. ** Why did you not tell 
me this before ? " says in effect James Chalmers in his reply. " There 
** is a copy of your letter of 8rd March, 1838, in which no such preten- 
" sion is brought forward — it is only now that I learn for the first time 
" that you had proposed or were at all in favour of an adhesive stamp." 
But the simple man, only too pleased to find his plan adopted, carried 
the matter no further, and even if so disposed, was indeed helpless in 
the hands of Eowland Hill then in despotic power. 
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Let me, in conclusion, ask the reader's attention for a moment 
to that scene in the House of Commons on the 5th July, 1839, and 
on the subsequent occasion in the House of Lords. Here was a Bill 
on which the nation had set its heart — the prospect of a uniform 
penny postage had been brought within measurable distance of 
completion, but yet wanted the motive power. Ministers and 
Members of the Legislature ahke were at fault as to how to carry it 
out in practice, and the voice of the Opposition rose aloud in jeering 
tones, " Why should we be called upon to pass this Bill when no 
*< mortal being had the remotest conception of how it was to be 
** carried into execution?" Has not the man who solved that problem, 
who made that prospect a reaHty, yet himself unrewarded, neglected, 
and unknown, — has not that man deserved well of his country ? 

Then what of the professed and reputed originator of all this — 
enriched in life, canonised in death — what does Sir Eowland Hill tell us 
of these memorable scenes, the struggle and crisis of the fight ? What 
says he of them in that " History of Penny Postage " written by himself 
for the information of his countrymen and posterity ? Of the dilemma 
of the Government, the sneers of the Opposition, or the interposition 
of Mr. Wallace and Lord Ashburton, he tells us not a line, not a word — 
all totally ignored. And why ? Because to have breathed a whisper of 
these matters of 1889 would have been ignominiously to extinguish his 
pretensions to a prior proposal of an adhesive stamp or of anything 
approaching to such a proposal. Long years were allowed to elapse 
before a ** History '* such as this was palmed upon the pubHc — 
the facts would be forgotten — no man would arise to question the 
statements or pretensions of one who had clenched that public so 
thoroughly in his grasp. And this is the return, coupled with other 
delusive omissions pointed out in this pamphlet, the ungenerous and 
uncandid return of Eowland Hill to that nation which has dealt so 
generously by him. That he may be looked upon as an originator 
where he was only an adapter or copyist at the dictation of others, 
reference to matters of the most vital interest in the history of this 
reform is wholly omitted. Statements in Parliament of the first 
importance, and essential to the right understanding of this history 
the facts of which he has professed to set forth, are left wholly 
unnoticed. And for what purpose ? To add to his own brow un- 
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merited laurels, stripped from a helpless and deserving man; and 
leaving that man, upon whose brains he had flourished, despoiled of 
reward and, as far as the spoiler cared, consigned to oblivion. 



To the conclusive evidence and recognitions establishing the title 
of James Chalmers to have been the originator of the adhesive postage 
stamp already brought forward by me, is thus now to be added this 
further decision on the part of a standard work, the authority of which 
no journal of the day will venture to dispute. For some account of 
previous recognitions of the highest authority, including that of the 
Encyclopcedia Brttcmnica, I refer to the preceding Preface to the 
Second Edition of this pamphlet. 

To the letters already given from the United States I am now 
enabled to add a long list from State and University Libraries, 
Historical and Philatelic Societies — some, indeed, stating that James 
Chalmers may now be looked upon as all but universally known and 
recognised as the author of what is there considered a world-wide 
boon. Articles in the United States press testify to the same effect, 
while the hitherto silence of important London journals on the subject 
is commented upon with surprise or severity. For that silence so far 
several obvious reasons may, however, be adduced in explanation. 
But looking at the position the matter has now arrived at, it would be 
difficult to understand upon what principle this silence should be 
maintained and the name and services of James Chalmers continue to 
be ignored in any quarter professing to instruct the pubHc and to do 
justice to those who have done public service. Li any case the 
services of James Chalmers in connection with the great Penny 
Postage reform are now sufficiently recognised in other literary and 
historical circles both in this country and abroad so as now to have 
secured a true record of the facts. 

P. C. 
1, Maypield Eoad, 

Wimbledon, January^ 1887. 
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SUBMISSION OF THE 
SIR ROWLAND HILL COMMITTEE. 



In further proof of my late father's title to having been the originator 
of the adhesive postage stamp, the pamphlet " Concealment Unveiled, 
&c.," was pubhshed for the purpose of showing that Sir Eowland Hill, 
so far from having been the originator of that stamp, was not even tlie 
originator of any one of the principles of the Penny Postage scheme 
itself, as admitted by his own Mansion House Committee but hitherto 
concealed from the pubHc. However great the services of Sir Eowland 
Hill, originahty of conception, by the admission of that Committee, 
did not enter into his proposals, neither a low and uniform penny 
postage, nor charge by weight, nor prepayment by stamp, were con- 
ceptions of Sir Eowland Hill; the scheme equally with the plan 
which saved it and has carried it out in practice, was only an 
unacknowledged copy of the previous proposals of other men. 

The reformed system of postage was not the work of one year nor 
of one man. For some years prior to 1887 the abuses and mismanage- 
ment of the Post Office were a constant theme of complaint both in 
and out of Parliament ; many able and earnest men combined to 
bring about some reform demanded by men of business and public 
opinion. Commissions of inquiry were held, evidence and suggestions 
taken, reports issued. Early in 1835 Mr. Wallace, M.P. for Greenock, 
a prominent Post Office reformer, obtained a Commission of Inquiry 
on the subject, which Commission issued in aU ten reports ; while, 
in addition to Parhamentary returns, a Commission, termed the 
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Commission of Eevenue Inquiry, had sat for many years prior to the 
Commission of merely Post Office Inquiry, and had issued twenty- 
three reports, in more than one of which Post Office affairs were dealt 
with. 

In that large field of complaint, suggestion, information, and 
proposal may be found the substance, origin, and foundation of the 
subsequent .writings and proposals of Sir Eowland Hill, who, freed 
from other occupations, joined the circle of postal reformers in 1835, 
receiving and studymg the various Blue-books named. His subsequent 
Pemiy Postage Scheme of 1837 was more specifically taken from the 
Fifth Keport of the Commissioners of Post Office Liquiry, of date 
April, 1836, a document which, shortly stated, recommends that the 
postage upon prices current and similar mercantile publications, then 
subject to the same high and variable rates as were letters and 
charged by sheet, be reduced to a low and imiform rate of postage, 
irrespective of distance, and be charged by weight at the rate of 
Id. the half-oimce, to be prepaid by stamp impressed upon the sheet 
of paper. 

Here we have, in every featui'e, the Pemiy Postage Scheme brought 
forward in 1837 by Sir Kowland Hill ; moreover, the evidence that a 
uniform Penny Postage on letters had been urged upon the Govern- 
ment prior to the proposals of Sir Rowland Hill is distinct and 
conclusive. 

To the provisions of this Fifth Report, Sir Rowland Hill in none 
of his writings makes any reference whatever, puttmg forward the 
parallel Penny Postage Scheme as of his own conception, and as such 
this scheme has thus erroneously been considered.* 

Thus, ** preceded and heralded by the labours of a whole band of 
** precursors," t it is a mere delusion to suppose that either a uniform 
Penny Postage on letters, or any one of the featm'es of the reformed 

* See the obituary notices of Sir Eowland Hill in the Times ^ Athenaeum, and 
press in general. Also, the ** Life of Sir Kowland Hill," written by himself, in 
which, as in his pamphlet of 1837, the propcusals of this Fifth Heport are left wholly 
unnoticed. 

t Edward Edwards. See also Appendix. 
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system, was originally the conception or first the proposal of Sir 
Eowland Hill. 

Having laid proof to this effect before the Mansion House Com- 
mittee prior to the erection of the City Statue of Sir Rowland Hill, 
the inscription thereon was changed in accordance. At a Meeting of 
the Committee held on the 16th March, 1882, the inscription which 
had been previously determined upon, ** Rowland Hill — He founded 
" Penny Postage," was unanimously abandoned, and was changed mto 
" By whose energy and perseverance the national Penny Postage was 
** estabHshed,'* while a minority (including the Lord Mayor) of six to 
nine were in favour of merely inscribing the name, with dates of birth 
and death. 

In a letter of date 26th March addressed to the Chahman by me 
as the person ** instrumental in showing the Committee that Sir 
** Rowland Hill did not found the Penny Postage, as the Committee 
" have, by this act, now confirmed; '* adding, ** that my 6tatements, 
** so far, give but an inadequate idea of the very marked deception 
** which has been practised by Sir Rowland Hill upon the nation,' 
I respectfully invited his Lordship to make public the change of 
inscription determined upon. To this letter I was immediately 
favoured with the following reply : — 

" The Mansion House, 

" London, 2nth March, 1882. 

" The Lord Mayor presents his compliments to Mr. Chalmers, and 
'^ begs to acknowledge the receipt of his letter of the 25th inst., which 
" shall have due attention.'* 

And accordingly, in all or most of the daily papers of the 29tli 
March, the change of inscription was duly announced without giving 
reasons. 

It will be seen from this correspondence and its result that a letter 
written by me as the person ** instrumental in showing the Committee 
" that Sir Rowland Hill did not * found the Penny Postage,' " and so 
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confirmed by theniy addressed to the Chairman of that Committee — 
telling him, moreover, that I had further statements of interest to 
make, was, in the same spirit, courteously acknowledged and acted 
upon in accordance. 

Subsequently, at a Meeting of the Committee at which the Lord 
Mayor was not present, a third inscription was decided upon, equally 
conceding the point of originality of conception, but doing so in such 
a manner as not to disturb the preconcfeived impressions of the reader 
or of the public as to the Penny Postage scheme having been the 
product of the genius of Sir Rowland Hill. 

The pamphlet ** Concealment Unveiled " gives a more detailed 
account of what has been above briefly stated. 



Copy of correspondence with the present Lord Mayor, ex-officio 
chairman of the Conunittee, is next given in that pamphlet, in which 
correspondence I call his Lordsliip's attention that while continuing 
to collect money from the public on the strength of the name of Row- 
land Hill, the Committee had left the public unenlightened as to 
important and admitted facts. The reply with which I was honoured 
was to the effect that the question I had raised as to the originality of 
Sir Rowland Hill was a question of the past, while the meeting over 
which his Lordship had just presided was for the object of benefiting 
the Post Office Benevolent Fund. Exactly so ; then why not say so ? 
Why not style themselves the ** Committee of the Post Office Benevo- 
** lent Fund ?" Why continue to flourish the name of Rowland Hill 
in the foreground of their proceedings, whereby subscriptions are 
attracted from the public on the strength and prestige of a name 
popularly, but as the Committee now admits erroneously, supposed 
to have been a great inventor ? Is this dealing openly and candidly 
with the public while still concealing vital and essential facts ? It is 
clear that from and after the period of these facts having become 
known to this Committee, had the Committee acquainted the sub- 
scribers and the pubhc with what had transpired, no further subscrip- 
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tions would have been obtained by them under the name of Eowland 
Hill to any fund whatever. What would his Lordship and these 
aldermen and magistrates say, and how would they deal with an 
individual or a pubUc company so obtaining money from the public ? 
And yet here we have this delusive proceeding going on year after 
year under the very roof of the Mansion House itself ! 

My rejoinder in addressing his Lordship proceeds to state : — 

** However great the services of Sir Eowland Hill, consequently, 
** it was to other men he was indebted, from beginning to end, for 
** proposals the merit of which he has usurped. 

** That every success may attend the Committee in their laudable 
** and generous efforts on behalf of this (Post Office Benevolent) Fimd, 
** all will heartily desire. But at the same time many, including, I 
** trust, your Lordship, will join me in asking this Committee to be 
** just as well as generous — just to the memory of those previous postal 
" reformers from whose hands Eowland Hill received the materials 
" of this reformed scheme — just to the memory of James Chalmers, 
** of Dundee, who showed him how to carry out this scheme in 
" practice, who relieved the clogged wheels of Penny Postage reform, 
" supphed the motive power, and sent the good ship speeding smoothly 
" and swiftly upon her beneficent mission — ^and just to the pubhc who, 
** while being asked for money, are entitled to be made distinctly 
" acquainted with the facts. 

** The pubhc, at present under the beUef as handed down by Sir 
** Eowland Hill and universally hitherto so understood, that the 
** Uniform Penny Postage scheme was an invention the product of 
** the genius of Sir Eowland Hill, are, I repeat, entitled to be made 
'' acquainted with this transformation of facts before being further 
** called upon, in the name of Eowland Hill, for subscriptions to any 
** fund whatever. It must be a weak cause indeed that has to be 
" supported through the agency of a popular delusion, a necessity 
** in no way called for in the case of the Post Office Benevolent 
** Fund. 

** Li the prosecution of my claim on behalf of my late father as 
** respects the adhesive stamp, it is incumbent upon me to use every 
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** endeavour that this fact, as respects the scheme itself having been 
" only an unacknowledged copy, should not be lost sight of. The 
" same man who plagiarised the scheme, was just the man to appro- 
** priate from a defenceless individual the merit of the plan which 
•• saved that scheme, as now proved beyond dispute in my pamphlet 
** entitled * The Adhesive Postage Stamp.' 

** The motives of the Memorial Fund Committee, from their point 
** of view, I do not impugn ; but I claim from them that pubHcity of 
** facts, the withholding of which is to me and to my cause, oppression, 
** and is to the pubhc what I need not designate. 

A letter to one of the Members for the City follows, and other 
means being exhausted, the facts admitted but hitherto concealed by 
this Committee were published, copies being sent to the members 
individually. The pamphlet concludes, " It will be interesting to see 
** if they still take refuge in silence." 
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SEQUEL 
SUBMISSION OF THE COMMITTEE. 



To accentuate the matter and to leave the Committee no excuse 
for maintaining silence if reply or objection to my statements could be 
brought forward, I drew up and published the following letter : — 

** Wimbledon, February 26fA, 1886. 
" Sir, 

** I beg leave to hand you for the information of the Members 

" of the Corporation of the City of London, copy of a pubhcation just 

** issued by me, entitled * Concealment Unveiled : a Tale of the 

** 'Mansion House,* in which I state that the Sir Rowland Hill 

" Memorial Fund Committee, to the obscuring of the truth and con- 

** sequent detriment to general well-being, have concealed from the 

" public, from H.R.H. The Prince of Wales, and from others, vital and 

** essential facts as there specified, while having erected a statue of 

" Sir Rowland Hill, and while collecting money from the pubHc on 

** the strength and prestige of his name. 

** I have given the names composing this Committee, including 
** certain Aldermen of the City of London, and legitimate reasons are 
*« given why it has been incumbent upon me to give publicity to the 
** proceedings now unveiled. 

** I respectfully lay this statement before you — ^first, inasmuch as 
** the City Corporation was the largest contributor to this Memorial 
" Fund imder the vital delusion specified, since discovered and 
" admitted by this Committee, but hitherto concealed from the 
** subscribers ; secondly, because it will be seen from the origin and 
** composition of the Committee as hitherto constituted and located, 
** that the Corporation has, ofl&cially, full power to call for an explana- 
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** tion from and otherwise to control the proceedings of tne Committee 
** in question. 

** I am, respectfully, Sm, 

** Your most obedient Servant, 
** PATEICK CHALMEES, F.E.Hist.Soc. 

**.To Sir John B. Monckton, 

" Town Clerk, Guildhall." 

The above letter was declined by certain of the newspapers not 
conversant with the facts and proofs in justification as being libellous, 
but same was published in the City Press, Citizen, Metropolitan, 
Standard, Globe, World, Truth, Observer, Whitehall Review, Athenaum, 
Academy, Dundee Courier, and Dundee Advertiser, The challenge was 
clear and immistakable ; the reply is silence, or submission. The 
names of the Committee had been published by me (not now necessary 
to repeat) in order that individually, or collectively, any Member 
objecting might have the remedy in his power. But not a voice in 
answer to my indictment has been raised, individually or collectively ; 
the policy has been one of silence. Besting on the indulgence of the 
London press not, as a rule, yet prepared to correct the existing mis- 
apprehension now fast becoming dissipated in other quarters at 
home and abroad, no attempt has been made at any defence or 
explanation such as might lead to publicity in the London papers.* 
The motives of the Committee I have not impugned, indeed their 
position has been and continues to be one of much embarrassment, but 

* The powerfvil influences which have been at work to stifle this subject, and 
even to prevent the publication of my pamphlets, wiU be understood by readers of 
my pamphlet " The Adhesive Postage Stamp," to which influences may be added 
the natural indisposition to admit mistakes with reference to one who has done great 
public service. On this point the ** Machineiy Market," a high authority, remarks : 
** The case is undoubtedly a hard one ; but, as was seen from our recent sketch of 

he career of Sir Henry Bessemer, the late Mr. James Chalmers is not the only 
inventor who has not reaped the reward of his ideas." Notwithstanding all this, I 
have already been ably supported by a large body of the London, provincial, and 
Scottish press, by many of them repeatedly and emphaticaUy, as particularised in 
that pamphlet, additions to which articles continue to come to hand, including 

mportant recognitions from the United States. ^^ ^ 
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what I have alone to deal with is the fact, that by the admission of 
his own Committee originaUty of conception formed no element what- 
ever in the proposals of Sir Rowland Hill ; that the existing beUef as 
to his inventiveness has been a delusion, that his plans and proposals 
were acquired, not original in any one instance, an imacknowledged 
reproduction of the prior proposals of other men. 

To my letter to Sir John Monckton above given, I was favoured 
with the following reply : — 

{Copy.) 

** Guildhall, March l«t, 1886. 
" Sm, 

" I beg to acknowledge receipt of your several communica- 
" tions. I am not able to lay them before the Court of Conmion 
" Council, because I have no authority to do so. 

** The only mode in which you can address the Court is by petition 
** or memorial, of which I enclose a form in case you elect to do so. 

" I am, Sir, 

** Your obedient Servant, 
** (Signed) JOHN B. MONCKTON. 

" To Patrick Chalmers, Esq." 

The above I acknowledged as under : — 

** Wimbledon, March 8th, 1886. 
" Sir, 

'* I thank you for your favour of 1st instant on the subject 
** of my late conamunications. Having, however, already presented a 
** Memorial on this matter to the Commissioners of City Sewers, I do 
" not feel called upon to present a second to the Court of Common 
" Council. 

** In that memorial, of date July 12th, 1881, 1 stated that it would 
** be found upon investigation that Sir Rowland Hill, however great 
** his services, was no inventor as they and the public had been led to 
** understand, but only a copyist of other men's proposals, unacknow- 
** ledged ; further inviting the Commissioners to pause and to ascer- 
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** tain the facts while sanctioning the extreme steps contemplated in 
" honour of the supposed genius of Sir Kowland Hill. 

" Events have confirmed the accuracy of that Memorial — even the 
** Mansion House Committee have admitted and conceded the same 
'* vital and essential point, but have so far withheld this discovery and 
** admission from the subscribers and the pubhc. (Members of the 
** City Corporation may further be referred to the opinion to the 
" same effect of the late Sir Thomas Nelson, soHcitor to the Cor- 
** poration, as published by me by his express sanction.) 

** This concealment I have now unveiled. Copies of the state- 
** ment so doing and of my letter to you of 26th ulto., have been 
** sent to the Members of the Committee, and to the Aldermen, 
** individually, while that letter, moreover, has been freely pubhshed 
** in the London papers. It is premature to conclude that so serious 
** an indictment is simply to be met on the part of the Committee 
*^ by a continued pohcy of silence — in this event such a result would 
** now be equivalent to fully assenting to what I have put forward 
** as being incontrovertible. 

"I remain, respectfully, Sir, 

" Yom- most obedient Servant, 

" (Signed) PATEICK CHALMEES. 

*' Sir John B. Monckton, 

«» Town Clerk, Guildhall." 

The result, then, is the assent and submission of the Sir Eowland 
Hill Committee to my statements as being incontrovertible. Sir 
Eowland Hill, by the admission of his own Committee, was no 
inventor. Not content with the high position to which he was 
entitled, to have the Penny Postage scheme understood as having been 
the unaided conception of his own mind was, with him, simply a 
mania, and to that mania James Chalmers, the inventor and proposer, 
the originator in every sense of the adhesive postage stamp which 
saved and rendered practicable that borrowed scheme, was sacrificed. 

Thus ends my " Tale of the Mansion House,'* before publishing 
which I had addressed several Members of this Committee individually 
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with reference to the conclusive evidence just transpired in further 
proof of my late father's title to the merit of the adhesive postage 
stamp, but without having been favoured with any reply. My Tale 
and what it discloses with reference to proceedings in the City of 
London every effort may continue to be made in that MetropoUs still 
to stifle, but in vain. This Tale, and what it leads to, will be known 
and commented upon at home and abroad, and handed down to his- 
tory, in vindication of the memory and public services of James 
Chalmers of Dundee. 



If the objection should be taken that I am going too far in claiming 
the " silence " of the Sir Kowland Hill Committee to my indictment 
as being " submission," a little consideration will show that no sub- 
mission, even in writing, could be more complete. "What more 
complete assent and submission to my statements could be given 
than by having unanimously abandoned the inscription " He founded 
*' Penny Postage," and changing same into ** By whose energy and 
** perseverance the National Penny Postage was established ? " Again, 
what more complete assent and submission could be supposed or asked 
for than for his Lordship, the Chairman of this Committee, to accept 
my letter following upon that change of inscription, that letter in 
which I pointed to " the very marked deception which has been 
** practised by Sir Eowland Hill upon the nation," courteously 
acknowledging same and acting upon its suggestions ? Farther, could 
submission be more complete than to pass over in silence my unequi- 
vocal letter to Sir John Monckton, freely published and circulated ? 
For example, if a man is assailed in any way, and in place of 
summoning the assailant he runs away and hides himself, is any 
letter required from him to show that such is ** submission ? " Not 
only is such a course on his part distinctly submission, but the further 
conclusion in such cases invariably is that there is something in the 
case which the assailed party desires should remain withheld from 
pubhc discussion. So in this case betwixt myself and the Sir Eowland 
Hill Committee, if this is not submission full and complete on their 
part, why am I not called to account ? The answer is clear, because 
I have stated nothing which the facts and evidence do not justify, and' 
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because any such attempt on their part would only result in drawing 
that increased attention to the whole subject which I, at least, desire. 
A copy of the foregoing first edition of the ** Submission of the 
** Sir Kowland Hill Committee " has been sent to each Alderman and 
Member of the Common Council of the Corporation of the City of 
London, accompanied by a copy of the following further letter to 
Sir John Monckton : — 

** Wimbledon, 

** July 26«/t, 1886. 

** Sir, 

** In lately handing you copy of a pubUcation entitled 
** * Concealment Unveiled : a Tale of the Mansion House,' I stated 
** * that the Sir Kowland Hill Memorial Fund Committee, to the 
** * obscuring of the truth and consequent detriment to the general 
" ' well-being, have concealed from the public, from H.B.H. the 
*^ * Prince of Wales, and from others, vital and essential facts as there 
** * specified, while having erected a statue of Sir Kowland Hill, and 
** * while collecting money from the pubUc on the strength and 
" * prestige of his name.' 

*' I now beg to hand you copy of a * Sequel ' to that publication, 
** being the submission or assent of said Committee to that statement 
** as being incontrovertible. 

" You have been good enough to hand me a Form of Memorial to 
** the Corporation of the City of London, to be availed of should 
** I desire to present a Memorial on this subject. Having, however, 
** freely circulated the particulars, it is for those more immediately 
** connected with the Corporation to decide whether it is consistent 
" with propriety and legality that the irregular proceedings now 
** unveiled should remain unnoticed and be continued, in preference 
" to adopting the simple and obvious remedy suggested in the 
" * Sequel ' herewith. 

** I am, respectfully, Sm, 

** Your most obedient Servant, 

" PATKICK CHALMERS. 

** Sir John B. Monckton, 

** Toxcn Clerk, Guildhall'.*' 
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THE 

PRESS OF THE CITY OF LONDON. 



While, as it were, m the City of London, commenting upon the 
proceedings at the Mansion House and addressing letters to ofl&cials 
and members of the great City Corporation, it would appear appro- 
priate that I should here give, from amongst the '* Opinions from the 
Press " with which this pubhcation will now mainly be occupied, the 
opinions of the journals specially connected with the City, and which, 
dispensing with poUtics, record the meetings and transactions pi that 
Corporation, the proceedings of some of whose most prominent 
members I have ventured to call in question as having been ** to me 
" and to my cause, oppression,'* and, to the pubhc, concealment of 
the public were entitled to know. 

The journals in chief so specially concerned with the Corporation 
and the doings at the Mansion House are three, the City Press, the 
Metropolitan^ and the Citizen, and it goes without saying that journals 
so concerned are, as they should be, especially cautious in the way of 
supporting any person or any cause frowned upon by the Mansion 
House. Yet what is the result ? I am enabled to point to all three, 
more or less certainly, but still to all three as having given me most 
valuable and distinct support throughout the long struggle in which I 
have been engaged against my powerful opponents. No greater proof 
of the justice of my cause could be asked for than to be able to point 
to such a verdict from such a quarter. 

The City Press 
was the first paper in London to intimate the result of the decision of 
the Encychpcedia Britannica in favour of my father, a decision which 
many journals professing to mstruct the public in Hterary or such 
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matters have carefully abstained from noting. In the columns of the 
City Press may be found such further notices as follow : — 

'' Mr. P. Chalmers, F.E.Hist.S., has, in the Whitehall Review, a 
*' long letter dealing with the invention of the adhesive postage stamp, 
'' which he claims for his father, the late Mr. James Chalmers. He 
** states that in the library of the South Kensington Musemn may be 
'' found, mider the signature of Mr. James Chalmers himself, dated 
" February, 1838, a year and a half before the Penny Postage Bill was 
** brought forward, his father's plan of the adhesive postage stamp, as 
** subsequently adopted by Sir Eowland Hill in December, 1889, and 
*' in use to this day. Mr. Cole was then secretary to the Mercantile 
** Committee of the City, and in that capacity, more than any other 
** man living ot dead, contributed to the ultimate passing of this Bill." 

Again : — 

** Concealment IJNVEniED (Effingham Wilson). — An elaborate 
*' treatise by Patrick Chalmers defending his father's right to be called 
" the originator of the penny adhesive stamp in preference to Sir 
*' Eowland Hill. The author urges his points with commendable 
" vigour, his letters and arguments alike revealing the energy he 
" throws into his endeavours to obtain justice for his father." 

Again : — 

** Mr. P. Chalmers, Wimbledon, writes in the Whitehall Review, on 
** the invention by Mr. J. Chalmers, his father, of the adhesive postage 
** stamp. His plan, submitted to the Government of the day in 1837, 
** and again to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London in 
** 1838 (now in the South Kensington Museum Library), as in use to 
'' this day, was brought forward by Mr. Wallace in the House, of 
" Commons and ultimately adopted. Indispensable then, indispen- 
** sable it has continued in countless numbers, not only in this country^ 
** but spreading to every land." 

Coming now to the Metropolitan, few journals in London have 
given me more consistent and emphatic support than this City paper^ 
Several articles from its columns have already appeared in former 
** Opinions from the Press," to which I am now enabled to add such 
as the following : — 

** The Origin of the Postage Stamp. — Mr. Patrick Chalmers, 
** who has, after many years of uphill fighting, proved conclusively 
" that the indispensable postage stamp was the invention of his late 
** father, Mr. James Chalmers, of Dundee, has procured further 
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** evidence in support of his contention. It appears that Sir Rowland 
** Hill is in no way to be considered the originator of a low uniform 
** rate of postage, but that the Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, who 
'' has recently died, proposed such a plan, and urged it upon the 
** authorities ten years before Mr, Hill appeared upon the scene. The 
** late Mr. Roberts emphatically gives his testimony that * it was a 
** * thoughtful, calculating, unassuming, patriotic postal reformer of 
** * Dundee, of the name of James Chalmers,' to whom we are 
** indebted for the adhesive stamp, who, * already honoured by his 
" * neighbours, will be honoured by future generations.' " 

Again : — 

** The Sir Rowland Hill Memorial Fund. — Mr. Patrick Chalmers 
" is in no way relaxing his endeavours to set right a matter of historic 
** fact. For so many years successive generations have been taught 
** that the penny postage system was the invention of the late Sir 
" Rowland Hill that it is a difficult matter to convince people to the 
** contrary, even in the face of indisputable evidence. Sir Rowland 
** was undoubtedly the means of the system being brought into use 
** and developed; but it is idle to suppose no one had thought of the 
** plan before him. In like manner it has been maintained that he 
" was the inventor of the adhesive postage stamp — a point which has 
** been clearly settled in favour of Mr. Chalmers' father. Mr. 
" Chalmers takes exception to the Committee of the Fund inviting 
** subscriptions for a memorial on the ground that the late Sir Rowland 
" Hill invented the stamp or that such an article formed any part of 
** his scheme. Mr. Chalmers has printed some correspondence he has 
" had with the Memorial Fund Committee, and he considers the 
** Corporation of the City, as subscribers to the Fund, as well as in its 
** official capacity, is morally responsible for the proceedings of the 
*' Committee, and shou^ interfere.''' 

Again : — 

" We have to acknowledge with satisfaction the * Sequel to 
** * Concealment Unveiled : a Tale of the Mansion House,' Submis- 
** * sion of the Rowland Hill Committee,' by Patrick Chalmers." 

But, of all three papers, perhaps may be found in the Citizen the 
most distinct, if short and silent, testimony in favour of the well- 

* [That ia, interfere to prevent subscriptions being invited in the name of 
Kowland Hill while allowing the public to remain under the admitted delusion that 
Sir Rowland was in any way an inventor.— P.C.] 
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founded and unanswerable nature of the statements I have advanced. 
To explain this it is necessary to mention (and imder the circumstances 
I trust to be held excused for so mentioning) that the proprietor or one 
of the proprietors of the Citizen is or was the same gentleman who acted 
as Honorary Secretary of the '' Sir Kowland Hill Memorial Fund," 
and who has since become an Alderman of the City of London. Now, 
under such circumstances, what the Citizen says or leaves unsaid is 
important and significant. Here, then, is what the Citizen has said 
(and since when, as far as I am aware, the Citizen^ equally with the 
Memorial Fund Committee, has observed complete silence), in noticing 
a former pamphlet of mine, entitled '' The Position of Sir Rowland 
** Hill made Plain,'* in which pamphlet the prior authorities from 
which Sir Rowland Hill derived his proposals of 1887 were given, and 
the hollow nature of his pretensions to originality examined and 
exposed. The Citizen, in shortly noticing this pamphlet, admits that 
** my case is argued with a good deal of force." Pointing, however, 
to " Mr. Ford's fine statue of Sir Rowland Hill," it is of opinion that 
** many people, having subscribed to the Memorial, will not trouble to 
" inquire further into the matter." 

Here, then, are the views and the policy of the Mansion House 
Committee put plainly before us in no mistakable Hght. My 
statements are not denomiced, it is not denied that Sir Rowland 
Hill was only, after all, the mere plagiarist I had so proved in the 
pamphlet, but virtually the answer is, ** It is too late to arrest this 
** Memorial Fund movement; the money has been got, the * fine 
** ' statue ' is up and answering to the gaze of an admiring, if deluded, 
** public, and let us have done with the matter. Heaven knows, we 
** have had * trouble ' enough already, trouble to get the money, 
** trouble to find an inscription, trouble with this * adhesive * fellow at 
** every step, unveiHng this and exposing that, and defying us to 
** contradict him. Trouble us no more." 

And upon whom rests the blame of all this trouble and still more 
trouble if not upon my opponent and his friends, who, so faar from 
accepting the decision of that learned tribunal to which he himself 
appealed, continue, with the usual scorn of me, to reproduce in the 
press views and opinions unsupported by a pretence of proof and 
ofl&cially repudiated, as will be seen, by Her Majesty's Post Office. 
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PABT SECOND. 



THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP. 



In the pamphlet above named (Effingham Wilson, Royal Exchange) 
it is easily and clearly proved, not only from the writings of Sir Row- 
land Hill himself in 1837 and 1838, but further from the official 
declarations in Parliament on the introduction of the Penny Postage 
Bill in July, 1839, that the adoption of the adhesive stamp formed no 
part of the original intentions or proposals of Sir Rowland Hill. The 
Government being wholly at a loss how to carry out the scheme in 
practice, it was then that Mr. Wallace proposed the plan of the 
adhesive stamp which had been laid by James Chalmers before the 
Committee of the House of Commons. That James Chalmers, book- 
seller, Dundee, was the originator of that indispensable feature in 
the success of the refonried Penny Postage scheme is already largely 
recognised both in this country and abroad, while the pamphlet above 
named will be found conclusive on the subject, containing as it does — 

The decision of the Encyclopadia Britannica in favour of James 
Chalmers as having been the inventor, in the month of August, 1884, 
of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, such decision having been arrived 
at after a lengthened investigation of the respective statements put 
forward on the subject by myself and by Mr. Pearson Hill, who 
himself initiated the inquiry. 

In addition to this conclusive award, may now be read in the 
pamphlet from evidence which has since come to light from papers 
bequeathed to the South Kensington Museum Library by the late 
Sir Henry Cole, the original plan by James Chalmers of the Adhe- 
sive Postage Stamp, to be printed from a die of various values for 

Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



m 

use according to weight of letter, on sheets of paper specially pre- 
pared for the purpose and afterwards gummed over with an adhesive 
substance, to be sold in sheets, in lesser quantities, or singly, as 
required, at post-offices, or by stationers, all as subsequently adopted 
by Mr. Eowland Hill and in use to this day. 

This plan in printed form, with copious remarks, was laid before 
the then Mr. Cole as Secretary to the Mercantile Committee of the 
City of London, and before Mr. Rowland Hill himself, by Mr. 
(Chalmers, under date Dundee, 8th February, 1838, a year and a half 
before the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into Parliament. 

The same plan had previously been laid by Mr. Chalmers before 
the Select Committee of the House of Commons appointed to con- 
sider the proposed Penny Postage scheme of Mr. Rowland Hill. 
The letter of acknowledgment of Mr. Wallace, the chairman, is of 
date the 9th December, 1887. 

The reply of Mr. Rowland Hill to Mr. Chalmers is of date 
8rd March, 1888 ; and in this reply Mr. Hill makes no pretensions 
to having himself proposed or being then in fovour of an adhesive 
stamp. 

Mr. Chalmers* plan, however, found adherents in increasing 
numbers, and ultimately, after plans had, in August, 1889, been 
invited from the public and nothing better found, the adhesive stamp 
was officially adopted by Treasury Minute of date 26th December, 1889, 
in conjunction with Mr. Rowland Hill's plan of impressed stamped 
covers, or stamp impressed upon the sheet of letter paper itself. 

On sending in his claim as having been the originator of the 
adhesive stamp, Mr. Chalmers was informed by Mr. Hill, then in 
despotic power at the Treasury, in a letter of date 18th January, 
1840, that his claim could not be admitted upon a mere pretext and 
afterthought, bred of the success which had attended Mr. Chalmers* 
proposal. 

Putting Mr. Chalmers aside, consequently, by a representation 
wholly at variance with the facts as proved in the pamphlet, as well 
as being in direct contradiction of his previous letter to Mr. Chalmers 
of 8rd March, 1888, Mr. Hill took to himself the merit of the stamp 
just as he had previously assumed to himself the merit of the pro- 
posals contained in the borrowed scheme. 
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I have explained in the preface to that pamphlet that, having left 
Dundee over fifty years ago, and passed much of the interval abroad, 
it was only through letters which appeared in the Dimdee press upon 
the demise of Sir Eowland Hill that my attention was drawn to a 
matter as to which, up to then, I knew Uttle or nothing, nor of the 
local testimonial presented to my father in 1846, mentioned under the 
head ** Dundee." 

It is now proved that not only was James Chalmers the inventor 
of the adhesive postage stamp, but that he further took the initiative 
in proposing its adoption for the purpose of carrying out the 
Penny Postage scheme. 

The ultimate adoption of the adhesive stamp in December, 1889, 
saved the Penny Postage scheme from untimely collapse. After 
over forty years of pubhc service the number of adhesive stamps of 
various values now issued for the carrying on of our Postal, Inland 
Eevenue, Telegraphic, and Parcel Post services, amounts to eighteen 
hundred millions yearly. Twenty-five millions of parcels are now 
annually conveyed by Parcel Post — a fresh business, only practicable 
through prepayment by adhesive stamp. In all other lands, one 
after another, has the adhesive stamp become an indispensable 
institution for similar purposes as in our own. 

Here, then, in addition to the verdict of able and learned men 
whom I have never met, I now connect my father dii'ectly with the 
City of London through that Mercantile Conunittee which pushed 
the Penny Postage scheme and Bill through ParUament. 

And yet the merit of the invention and proposal of this invalu- 
able and indispensable public servant has all this while been 
attributed by the London press in general to the wrong man. 



As stated in the Preface to this Third Edition, I now further 
present the recorded biographical notice of James Chalmers in the 
Vol. 9 of the Dictionary of National Biography as having been the 
Inventor of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. 
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DUNDEE. 



So satisfied were the Dundee merchants of a past age as to the originality 
and value of Mr. Chalmers* invention and happy suggestion that, on 
the 1st January, 1846, a public Testimonial was presented to him in 
the Town Hall of Dundee in recognition of same and of other postal 
services.'^' This Testimonial consisted of a silver jug and salver and a 
purse of 50 sovereigns. Just before this period Mr. Rowland Hill 
had been presented by the merchants of the City of London with a 
cheque for over ^613,000, in recognition of ^what now turns out to 
have been merely a borrowed scheme, and which scheme was only 
saved from untimely collapse by the adoption of Mr. Chalmers* plan 
of the adhesive stamp. 

In the present generation, again, the Town Council of Dundee 
have performed a graceful act to the memory of a deserving townsman, 
by having passed at a meeting held on the 8rd March, 1888, the 
following resolution : — 

" That, having had under consideration the Pamphlet lately pub- 
" lished on the subject of the Adhesive Stamp, the Coimcil are of 
** opinion that it has been conclusively shown that the late James 
" Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, was the originator of this indispensable 
** feature in the success of the reformed Penny Postage Scheme, and 
** that such be entered upon the minutes.** 

The above resolution of the Town Council is now, it will be seen, 
folly confirmed by the able and learned writers of the Encyclopedia 
Britannka, after an impartial investigation of the subject — a oonfirma- 

* *' It was not alone for Dundee he laboured, but for his countrymen in general. 
This Testimonial wiU preserve the evidence that I have done some- 
thing to benefit the community, and that I had taken part in the accomplishment of 
what was felt to be a public good." — Reply of Mr, JamcB Ohalmer$ at the Tovm ffaU, 
Dundee, Itt January, 1846. 
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tion having all the greater weight as reversing, upon evidence which 
could not be resisted, previously recorded impressions. 

Dundee is now a large and wealthy community, returning two 
Members to Parhament ; few centres of business have benefited more 
conspicuously from the legislation of the past forty years, including as 
the foundation of all mercantile intercourse that great postal reform 
which James Chalmers s^ved from failure and made practicable. Two 
generations have already recognised and given every credit to the 
services of their townsman; what further notice Dundee may yet 
take of this matter of national and historical interest originated in the 
locahty, the ** value and importance " of which is elsewhere inade- 
quately described in my letter to the Dundee Adveii^iser, remains to be 
seen. 



SUMMARY OF PRESS NOTICES ALREADY 
PUBLISHED. 

Having already published most of these in detail, to save space and 
repetition it will be sufficient here to give a list, or httle more, of tiie 
numerous journals which have given me more or less support. 

. Those to which I am more particularly indebted are : — 
In Scotland — 

The Du/ndee Advertisei-, a consistent support during a past leng- 
thened period, including powerful leading articles and notices. 

The Montrose Standard, several cordial and able articles of the 
highest value, while the same is to be gratefully noticed of the other 
Forfarshire papers — the Brechin Advertiser, the Forfar Herald, the 
Arbroath Guide, the Montrose Review, 

The North British Daily Mail, of Glasgow, in a leading article 
headed ** A Neglected Inventor," after stating the case, goes on to 
say : " It is not creditable to the generosity of the Government of 
" this country that an important invention of this kind, which has 
*• conferred such a great boon upon the public, should have remained 

c 
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" so long unacknowledged and unrewarded." This article has been 
extensively reproduced. 

The Glasgow News and the Christian Leader, of Glasgow, cordial 
articles. 

The Paisley Herald, the same on several occasions. 

The Aberdeen Free Press, a warm and able support. 

The Blairgowrie Advertiser has taken much interest and pains to 
support me ; also the Penhshire Constitutional, the Fifeshire Journal, 
the NoHh British Advertiser, to all of which my best thanks are due. 

In the Metropolis and neighbourhood, considering how short a 
period has elapsed since the opinion has been almost unanimously 
expressed that the reformed Penny Postage scheme was the ** sole and 
** undisputed invention of Sir Eowland Hill," to whom has also been 
erroneously attributed the inveiition and proposal as well as the- ulti- 
mate adoption of the adhesive stamp, fair progress has already been 
made in obtaining a recognition of Mr. Chalmers' services. That 
greater progress has not been made may be attributed to the powerful 
influences which have been at work to stifle the whole subject, includ- 
ing an attempt on the part of Mr. Pearson Hill to stop the publication 
of my pamphlets. 

In the Illustrated London News Mr. G. A. Sala writes : ** It seems 
** tolerably clear that Sir Eowland Hill was not the inventor, in the 
" strict sense of the term, either of the Penny Postage or of the 

** Adhesive Postage Stamp Anent the invention of the 

** Adhesive Stamp, a pamphlet has recently been published, but I 
** have not yet had time to read it. . . . Whoever discovered the 
'' Adhesive Stamp, the discovery has socially revolutionised the world." 
According to this high authority, the Adhesive Stamp was thus at 
least not the invention of Sir Eowland Hill. 

The Whitehall Review has given me consistent and most valuable 
support ; also the Metropolitan, the People, the Home and Colonial 
Mail, The Machinery Market, of London and Darlington, a practical 
monthly journal of ' high position, while retaining all its former 
admiration for Sir Eowland Hill's services, decides, in a long and able 
article, m favour of James Chalmers as respects the stamp. The In- 
ventors' Record, in an article on " Disputed Inventions," supports the 
same view. The pretensions brought forward on the part of Sir 
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Rowland Hill are declared to be wholly groundless, and the invention 
accorded to James Chalmers. 

The Croydon Review, a monthly journal, in a series of able articles, 
has informed its readers candidly with respect to the untenable preten- 
sions of Sir Rowland Hill, both as respects the scheme and the stamp, 
cordially ascribing the latter to James Chalmers. 

The Surrey Independent has ably supported me in several leading 
articles. As far as conception went, '' Sir Rowland Hill displayed a 
'' remarkable facility for picking other people's brains." 

To the Swrey Comet and Wimbledon Courier my best thanks are 
due for cordial notices and recognition ; as also to the West Middlesex 
Advertiser, the South Hampstead Advertiser, the North Middlesex 
Advertiser, the Christian Union, the Hornsey and Finsbury Park 
Journal, the American Bookseller, the Acton and Chiswick Gazette, 
Figaro, Vanity Fair, the Kensington News, Life, and others. 

Prom the Provincial Press, much valuable support has been given 
me : — 

The Oldham Chronicle and Rastrick Gazette have written often and 
ably on the subject, supported by such papers as the Bradford Observej-, 
the Western Daily Press, of Bristol, the Bristol Gazette, the Noricich 
Argus, the Brighton Herald, the Brighton Argus, the Dover and County 
Chronicle, the Colchester Chronicle, the Stratford and South Essex Advertiser, 
the Essex Standard, the Bradford Times, the Burnley Express, the Bamsley 
Times, the Wigan Observer, the Stockport Advertiser, the Yorkshire Gazette, 
the Westmxrreland Gazette, the Wakefield and West Riding Herald, the 
Frome Tim£s, the Man of Ross, the Totnes Times, the Banner of Wales, 
the West Bromwich Free Press, the Sivinton and Pendlebury Timss, the 
Accrington Gazette, the Birkenhead News, the Brighton Standard, the 
Hastings Observer, the Newcastle Courant, the Preston Chronicle, the 
Monmouthshire Beacon, the Lydney Observer, the West of England 
Observer, the Cardiff Free Press, the Monmouthshire Chronicle, the 
Eskdale and LiddUsdaU Advertiser, the Irvine Express, the Surrey 
Advertiser, the Printers' Register, the Newcastle Examiner, the Malvern 
News, and others, with articles sympathetically copied into the Brighton 
Guardian, the Aberdeen Journal, the Dundee Couner, the Edinburgh 
Cou/rant, the Liverpool Albion, the Building and Engineering Tim^s of 
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The late Sir Thomas Nelson, Solicitor to the Corporation of the 

City of London, writes : — 

** Hampton Wick, 

** 6th February, 1S8S. 
"Sm, 

"I have read the pamphlet you sent me. Your statements 
** are very interesting. It is nothing uncommon for the man to whom 
** the idea first occurs to have it developed by others, who get the 
** credit of it. 

** Yours truly, 

*« (Signed) T. J. NELSON. 
" Pateick Chalmers, Esq. 

" Wimbledon." 

If plagiarism is not uncommon it is none the less unfair to the 
original inventor, nor the less to be deprecated, more especially where 
the result has been to obtain unmerited "credit" heaped upon the 
wrong man at the expense of the man to whom "the idea first 
occurred," and who farther, as is now more fully proved since Sir 
Thomas Nelson wrote, also first urged its " development" to the very 
man who ultimately took all the " credit " to himself. To plagiarism 
such as this a stronger term is applicable. 

Sir Bartle Frere writes : — 

•* Wbbssil Lodge, Wimbledon, 

" 2l8t Aprily 1883. 
" Sib, 

" I have received your letter of the 20th, and thank you for 

" its enclosures on the subject of the invention of the adhesive 

" postage stamp. 

** I have long believed that Mr. James Chalmers was the inventor 

** of that important part of our present postal system, but I regret 

** that I cannot suggest to you any means of giving farther publicity 

** to your father's claims to the merit of that most useful invention. 

** I remain, Sm, 

" Yours truly, 

" (Signed) H. B. E. FRERE. 
" P. Chalmebs, Esq." 
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Sir Bartle Frere introduced the adhesive postage stamp into Scinde 
during his administration of that province, having obtained his know- 
ledge and beHef as to James Chalmers having been the originator of 
same from independent sources thirty years before my own investiga- 
tion of the subject. 



In some quarters this matter is ignored on the ground that the 
subject of this pamphlet is not of sufficient importance or too late to 
call for pubUc notice. To such I reply — ** Then let the issue of the 
** adhesive stamp be discontinued." Should it be found that such 
cannot be done without serious detriment to the pubhc service, then 
surely to continue to use a man's indispensable invention and proposal 
without so much as a word of recognition, will, if adhered to, prove a 
course of proceeding hard indeed to justify, as well as something wholly 
foreign to the antecedents of British journalism. 
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PART THIRD. 



OPINIONS FROM THE PRESS. 

(FOURTH SERIES). 



It is only fitting that this portion of my publication should open with 
the article from 

The ** Encyclopaedia Bbitannica," 
in the nineteenth volume of which standard work, lately published, 
under the article headed ** Postage Stamps," my late father is fuUy 
recognised as having been the inventor of the adhesive postage stamp 
It is well known that the articles in this work are drawn up by learned 
experts upon the respective subjects dealt with, having access to and 
being in the habit of consulting official and historical documents, and 
edited imder a strong sense of responsibility to the high standing of 
the work itself and to history ; so that it is with imspeakable satisfac- 
tion that I have found myself enabled to produce from such a quarter 
an emphatic recognition of my father's services in connection with the 
great boon of Penny Postage reform. 

This article, so far as it deals with the origin of the adhesive 
stamp, has already been reprinted in full in my pamphlet ** The Adhe- 
sive Postage Stamp " (a copy of which will be sent where desired) ; 
and in considering same it should be borne in mind that the article 
was drawn up before the discovery of Mr. Chalmers* plan amongst the 
papers of the late Sir Henry Cole, with the consequent proofs given in 
the next chapter as to Mr. Chalmers having taken the initiative in 
urging the adoption of this stamp, not only to Members of the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons of 1837-88, but to Mr. Rowland 
Hill himself, long before Mr. Hill, in his paper of 1889, gave in his 
adhesion to that plan in conjunction with his own plan of the im- 
pressed stamp. 
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The EncychpcBdia Bntanrdca records : — ** For all practical purposes 
" the history of postage stamps begins in the United Kingdom, and 
" with the great reform of its postal system in 1839-40." After 
giving instances in which the impressed stamp had been in use, or had 
been suggested for postal purposes in this country and elsewhere, the 
article proceeds : — ** Finally, and in its results most important of all, 
** the * adhesive stamp ' was made, experimentally, in his printing- 
** office at Dundee, by Mr. James Chalmers, in August, 1834. These 
** experimental stamps were printed from ordinary type, and were 
" made adhesive by a wash of gum. Their inventor had already won. 
** local distinction in matters of postal reform by his strenuous and 
'' successful efforts, made as early as in the year 1822, for the accele- 
" ration of the Scottish mails from London. Those efforts resulted in 
** a saving of forty-eight hours on the double journey, and were highly 
** appreciated in Scotland. There is evidence that from 1822 onwards 
** his attention was much directed towards postal questions, and that 
" he held correspondence with the postal reformers of his day, both in 
** and out of Parliament. It is also plain that he was more intent upon 
" aiding pubhc improvements than upon winning credit for them." 

This invention, then, of James Chalmers, as has been proved upon 
irresistible evidence, takes its date and origin in August, 1834, a period 
in referring to which Sir Eowland Hill, in his " Life," has left it on 
record that as far as he knew or was concerned, *' adhesive stamps 
** were yet undreamt of." How this invention came to be proposed by 
its inventor for the purpose of carrying out the anticipated penny 
postage scheme, and to be ultimately adopted for that purpose, have 
already been described, and will be further particularised in the next 
chapter. Here the point dealt with is, '' Who was the inventor ? " — a 
question answered emphatically by this learned aaid impartial tribunal, 
in a decision opposed to its preconceived impressions, in favour of 
James Chalmers, a well-known postal reformer, who ** held correspon- 
** dence with the postal reformers of his day, both in and out of Parlia- 
** ment," years before Sir Eowland Hill brought forward the subject. 

But if I was to stop here I should be told now, as I have been told 
before on obtaining important recognitions, that the present decision 
in my fiivour was again got upon mere ex-parte statements — that had 
Mr. Pearson Hill only been given the opportunity, a very different aspect 
would have been put upon the matter. No choice, consequently, is 
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left me but to show that it is to Mr. Pearson Hill himself I am in- 
debted for the introduction which has led to my success, and without 
which introduction, now reproduced, I should have remained in entire 
ignorance as to any forthcoming article upon postal affairs, or have 
been most courteously afforded an opportunity of stating my case : — 

[Copy.] 

" ENOYCLOPiEDIA BRITANNIOA. 
'* 50, Belsize Pabk, 

** London, N.W., 

** Uth March, 1888. 
** Gentlemen, 

** As you are now issuing a new edition of your Encyclopadia 
** Britannica, and as for years past a Mr. Patrick Chalmers has per- 
** sistently been making false and groundless charges against my 
" father, the late Sir Rowland Hill, I think it well to send you the 
" enclosed printed documents for your information, as it is by no 
** means improbable that he may strive to get you to insert some un- 
** true statement when you deal with the question of the Post Ofi&ce 
** and Postal Reform. 

** I need hardly say that I shall be happy at any time to submit to 
'* you the original documents which are in my possession, which dis- 
•* prove the claims put forward in behalf of Mr. James Chalmers of 
** Dundee, if you would desire to see them. 

** Your statistical information about the Post OflSce, as given in 
" my copy of the EncyclopsBdia (the eight edition) is of course now much 
** behindhand. I dare say you have already on your staff of contribu- 
*' tors some gentleman well able to supply you with fresh information ; 
** but should you be in want of any such help, I feel sure that my 
** cousin, Mr. Lewin Hill, head of the statistical branch of the Secre- 
** tary's office. General Post Office, London, would gladly undertake 
** the wori£ if you desired it. 

** I am, Gentlemen, 

" Your obedient servant, 
" (Signed) PEARSON HILL. 
" Messrs. A. & C. Black, 
" Edinburgh." 
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It is thus manifest that, in having obtained this conclusiye recog- 
nition, I have taken no undue advantage of Mr. Pearson Hill, while it 
will also be manifest that Mr. Pearson Hill's statements- have found 
acceptance in other quarters only because I have not been afforded an 
equally impartial hearing as in the present case — a hearing which, 
perhaps, Mr. Pearson Hill did not altogether anticipate. His printed 
documents, his statements, with all the advantage of being sole 
possessor of the correspondence betwixt his late father and mine, have 
been put forward, and yet the decision is against him. 

Again, as respects the penny postage scheme itself, the proofs are 
conclusive that originality of conception formed no element whatever in 
any one of the proposals of Sir Bowland Hill, ** preceded and heralded 
** as the penny postage reform had been by the labours of a whole band 
** of precursors." Special reference may be made to the statements of 
the Rev. Samuel Roberts, whose biography as the pioneer of uniform 
penny postal reform is given in the Ti7ne8 of 30th September, 1885, and 
afterwards referred to, page 95. Moreover, in having stated that the 
penny postage scheme was not an invention on the part of Sir Row- 
land Hill, I have only stated what his own Committee have confirmed 
as already distinctly shown ; and if anything more is wanted in proof 
of that non-orginaUty, here is what the Treasury says on the sub- 
ject : — 

Extract from Treasury Minute, of date 11th March, 1864, confer- 
ring upon Sir Rowland Hill, upon his retirement from active service, 
his full salary of ;fi2,000 a year :— 

" My Lords do not forget that it has been by the powerful agency 
** of the railway system that these results have been rendered practi- 
" cable. Neither do they enter into the question, as foreign to the 
" occasion, what honour may be due to those who, before the development 
" of the plans of Sir Bowland Hill, urged the adoption of Uniform Penny 
** Postage:' 

Thus, independent and conclusive testimony, as distinguished from 
the mere family tradition with which most writers have hitherto been 
content, leaves the question of plagiarism beyond dispute. As respects 
both the stamp and the scheme, the ideas were acquired, not origimU, 
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Here, then, is the justification of my statements. So far from having 
been "persistently making false and groundless charges," I have 
been stating facts and elucidating the truth, and the aspersions of 
Mr. Pearson Hill are thus scattered to the winds. 

For Mr. Pearson Hill, however, every allowance will be made, 
though his style of controversy will not be admired. That gentleman 
forgets that my motives and objects are just as legitimate as his own, 
and should be met in a legitimate way. This leads me to mention that 
some time ago the late Mr. Samuel Morley (at one period chairman of 
the " Sir Rowland Hill Memorial Fund " Committee) was good enough 
to suggest that this controversy should be decided by arbitration, and 
to which I agreed in principle, subject to due preliminaries, but met 
with no response. At a later period, in a letter already published, 
after pointing to my own evidence, I invited Mr. Morley's good offices, 
seeing that Mr. Pearson Hill declined to reply to or even to open any 
letter from me, to ascertain from Mr. Hill if he could produce any 
evidence, or anything beyond mere assumption, to the effect that the 
adhesive postage stamp was at any period an invention on the part of 
Sir Rowland Hill, but I was equally unsuccessful in obtaining any 
reply, there being, in fact, nothing beyond assumption in the matter. 
Nowhere does Sir Rowland Hill directly profess that the stamp was 
his invention. 

My friends, both in and out of the press, who have been puzzled at 
the silence of many of the London papers on this subject, will now be 
in a position to form some conclusion as to the cause of this silence. 
What has been sent to the Messrs. Black and to the Commissioners of 
City Sewers, may have been sent to the London papers ; indeed, 
I have been given to understand has been generally circulated in these 
quarters, already compromised in their expressed opinions, and so in 
no way disposed to entertain fresh views. "■'' My opponents, some of 
them in high position, others themselves connected with the press, are 
desirous, and naturally so, that public attention should not be drawn 

* In lately repl3dng to Mr. Pearson HiU in the columns of the Whitehall Review, 
I have put this query, which has not been denied, ** Will Mr. Pearson Hill undertake 
to say that he has not made a communication, written or verbal, similar to the above 
letter to Messrs. A. & C. Black to every editor in London, if not throughout a wider 
sphere ? " 
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to my statements.* In this way, crushed beneath the weight of a 
hitherto great name, statements have been disregarded which, when 
read and investigated as in the case- of the Encyclopcedia JBrUannica, 
have been found substantiated. 

I ask my supporters and others, therefore, to read and judge for 
themselves. Whether the London papers, hitherto silent, seeing the 
important recognitions both at home and abroad my claim has now 
met with, and the fresh and conclusive evidence now disclosed from 
the papers of Sir Henry Cole, will also now [read 'and admit some 
discussion of this matter of public interest in their columns, remains 
to be seen. In any case, an enduring record of my father's share in 
the great postal reform of 1837-40 is secured. A work of the highest 
standing, and a reference to which is the first act of historical writers, 
has recorded James Chalmers as having been the originator of that 
adhesive postage stamp which saved the reformed scheme. Moreover, 
in lands beyond the sea an interest is taken in this subject wholly 
unknown here ; individuals and learned societies collect for their own 
information, and hand down for future perusal, everything published 
on the great Penny Postage reform, and in some of these quarters 
amazement is expressed at the single-hero-worship which prevails in 
this country with respect to a subject which investigation shows to 
have been the offspring of many minds, the result of the labours of 
not a few zealous but unassuming men. 

If I have been compelled to show that, so far from having been the 
originator of the adhesive postage stamp, Sir Rowland Hill merely 
acquired at second hand the proposals of the reformed scheme itself, 
upon the contumacy of his own son, in resisting against this decision 
and the clearest testimony my legitimate claim on behalf of my late 
father, rests the responsibility; and having thus been again called 
forward on the subject, there are still some farther points having 
reference to the origin of this reformed postal system to which the 
attention of the future historian may well be directed. 

* One mode of stifling the subject has been to circulate the impression that I am 
a person under the hallucination that "his father invented the Penny Postage schemet^ 
thus rendering my claim too ludicrous to obtain attention. See, amongst others, the 
Times and Daily News of 13th July, 1881, and the City Press of only a few weeks ago. 
Will Mr. Pearson Hill and his friends at the Mansion House undertake to say^that 
they have had no knowledge of or connection with this cunning misrepresentation ? 
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If it should be asked how came Sir Eowland Hill to acquire those 
views and proposals of others, the materials of this reformed scheme, 
it should be remembered, what no writer so far on the subject appears 
to have noticed, that Sir Rowland Hill was not the first member of 
his family taking an interest in postal reform. His elder brother, 
Matthew Davenport Hill, the originator of the Penny Magazine, 
Member of Parliament for Hull, and whose speeches in 1834 may yet 
be read with profit, was a prominent member of the circle specially 
occupied with postal reform and kindred subjects. At that period the 
then Mr. Rowland Hill, having given up his original profession, was 
in search of another career. Here, then, opened out to him no ordi- 
nary facihties for acquiring the views current amongst those reformers 
— of being made acquainted with the grievances and mismanagement 
they complained of, and the remedies they proposed ; of being intro- 
duced as one of their circle, and so receiving from Mr. Wallace that 
*' additional half-hundredweight of raw material " he states in the 
shape of " heavy blue-books," with leisure to pursue, as, fortunately 
for the benefit and welfare of the nation he did pursue, the fresh 
career he had marked out for himself. Everything, however, lay to 
his hand, though ** he had never been inside a Post Of&ce." So far 
from the uniform Penny Postage scheme having been the personally 
inspired system we have been led to understand, it will be seen that 
Mr. Hill had only to repeat what he had heard and found embodied in 
print, and to reproduce these grievances and the proposed remedies at 
second-hand. 

Again, we have been further told that it was solely through Mr* 
Hill's " energy and perseverance " against vehement opposition that 
the scheme was carried into law — again showing that a most important 
factor in this process has been overlooked— the Mercantile Committee 
of the City of London. Here was a body of eminent citizens, all of 
whom felt the grievances of the old postal system only too keenly, and 
some of whom were the authors of the proposed remedies, banded 
together to obtain this reform. A secretary was appointed, meetings 
held, money freely subscribed. Parliamentary influence brought to 
bear, and the country canvassed for petitions in support of their 
endeavours. Mr. Hill gave all his time and aid in a matter to him of 
the deepest concern, and on the success of which depended that pro- 
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vision for himself and others he records to have been then in need of. 
But if to one man more than another is to be attributed the successful 
passing of the measure into law, that merit appears to be distinctly 
due to the tact, the industry, and marked abihty of the Secretary to 
this Mercantile Committee, Mr., afterwards Sir Henry Cole. 

Indeed, some of Sir Eowland Hill's own proposals, coupled with 
the remarks of some of his most ardent admirers, would seem to 
throw doubts upon the question, '* Was Mr. Hill a man of any such 
" abiHties, knowledge of business, or success in other matters, as in any 
" way likely to have been capable of producing the reformed Postage 
" System ? " What, for instance, could have been more crude than his 
proposal that *• sheets of letter paper of every description should be 
" stamped on the part used for the address," and sold at the Post OflSces, 
while "stationers would also be induced to keep them." What 
possible inducement could stationers have to keep stamped paper of 
every or any description for sale on such terms ? But to obviate the 
objection that such gave the Stamp OflSce, or Post OflSce, the mono- 
poly of the sale of writing paper, the proposal was further made 
that stationers might send in their own paper and have the same 
stamped and returned to them for sale. Fancy the stationers through- 
out the country sending in their paper to a central ojfifice to be stamped, 
and then holding a stock of duty-paid paper to be sold, of course at a 
profit, against the competition of the adjacent Post Office seUing at 
.cost price ! * Mr. Hill had evidently never heard of such a thing as 
" dead stock," or doubted the possibiUty of selling at a profit what 
one's neighbour was selling at cost. No man with the most elementary 
notions of business, to which Mr. Hill had not been brought up, could 
have gravely put forward any such proposals — proposals which only 
excited the mingled ridicule and alarm of the trade, until reHeved by 
James Chalmers* counter proposal, ** Let the stationers sell the paper, 
" the Post Office the stamp." 

* '* I do not think it part of the legitimate revenue of our department to acquire 
any profit by paper.** . . . '' I do not think it is the duty of the Stamp Office 
to have a profit on the paper sold.** Again, '*We could, without any difficulty, 
issue writing paper for the whole of the kingdom.** — Select Committee of the House 
of Commonsy 1837-38 : Repliei of Mr, Wood, Chairman of the Board of Inland 
Bevenne— QuestioTM 2131, 2121. 
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This, again, is what that most ardent admirer of Sir Rowland, the 
Atkenceum, records with respect to his abilities in general : — 

** Now cheap newspapers and effective telegraphs are not the 
** special glory of any one or two men, while the present postage system 
** is the sole and undisputed invention of Sir Rowlomd HilV After 
showing how the principle of " uniformity *' had been arrived at in 
the usually accepted way, by a calculation,'-' the writer goes on — 
** Prepayment and the use of stamps naturally followed yrom the work- 
** shop of an inventive mind. Sir Rowland was a man of inventive 
** mind, as was proved by his early scheme of education and by his 
** late elaboration of Penny Postage. That he sometimes failed in his 
** projects, that he was unsuccessful as Chairman of the Brighton 
" Railway, that his printing press did not work, that his recent pro- 
'' posal of a heavy tax on coal was a mistake, cannot be denied. But 
" in our view these failures do not deprive him of his claim to inven- 
** tiveness, do not even reduce his claim, for, as was said to us by one 
** of the most distinguished savants of the day, if a man has ten 
** schemes and succeeds in one, he is fortunate. Failures are inevi- 
** table incidents." 

Here is a record, then, of failures all round, with the one bright 
exception of having been the " sole and undisputed inventor of the . 
" present postage system ; " a brightness now replaced by the dark 
shadow of having dehberately appropriated to himself the merit of the 
prior proposals of other men, while to this capacity for failing would 
appear to have been added, according to the Encyclopcedia Britannica 
** deficiencies in manner, and of tact in dealing with others " during 
his administration of the Post Office, probably accounting for the 
chronic state of rebellion existing on the part of his employes. As to 
the rights of these disputes, however, an outsider cannot well judge, 
but any one may fairly ask why it should have required five years and 
a Committee of the House of Commons to obtain for the public the 
cheap and obvious improvement of having the sheets of stamps per- 
forated in the manner now in use, and which, as far as Mr. Hill was 
concerned, we might yet be cutting off with a knife or scissors to this 
day. It is true Mr. Archer, the inventor and patentee, asked for a 
money payment, and the Treasury had to be consulted on that point ; 



See Appendix.— The famous calculatio^.g.^.^^^ by Go.Oglc 
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but had Mr. Hill been in earnest the money could not well have been 
refused. Mr. Hill, however, saw little in the proposal — though a pro- 
fessed mechanist, " had not seen the machine " — ^but thought the 
principle advisable, and had so reported, though **I do not speak 
** strongly on the matter — ^my opinion is it would be useful and accept- 
** able to the public to a certain extent.'* * 

This, it will be said, may have been a solitary failure in the 
administration of Sir Kowland Hill. Do we not all know what a 
revenue the Post Office brought in under his administration, and what 
better criterion could we have of the success of his management? 
Such is the general impression, again and again pointed to by those 
who boast of ** his great administrative capacity." But what are the 
facts ? Whatever benefits the reformed postal system brought the 
nation, and these have been great, such did not extend to the matter of 
revenue until of late years. The net revenue derived from the Post 
Office under the old system prior to 1840 was £1,634,000 a year, 
which, multipHed by the twenty-three years up to the retirement of 
Sir Kowland Hill at the end of the year 1863, would, if maintained, 
have brought in the sum of £37,682,000. The actual sum obtained 
was no more than £23,600,000, leaving a comparative deficit of close 
on fourteen miUions sterling.} That for some years the revenue under 
the penny system could not recover itself was only to be expected, but 
not until 1863 did this recovery take place to £1,792,000, when Sir 
Kowland Hill retired ; having had, however, only partial and divided 
control up to 1854. Under the management of his successors, the 
net revenue obtained in the year ending 1865, in only two years of 
fresh management, amounted to £2,200,000, an improvement ever 
increasing until in 1883-84 the Post Office revenue netted over three 
millions sterling. 

* See Select Committee of the House of Commons on Archer's Patent, 1852. 
Quettions 981, 982. Mr. Archer got £4,000 for the use of his invention— a sum, 
however, which he saved to the public many times over by having securely offered to 
supply the postage stamps at the price of 6d. per 1,000, in place of the 6d. hitherto 
paid. On this, a fresh contract was at once made with the existing contractor at the 
reduced price, and for five years certain —thus at length effectually getting quit of 
Mr. Archer altogether. With these contracts, however, the Post OflSce had nothing 
to do, only the Stamp Office at Somerset House. 

t See Return, dated 16th July, 1866, by order of the House of Commons, of gross 

revenue, cost of manafirement, and net revenue of the Post Office from 1838 to 1865, 
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ORIGINAL PLAN 



OF 



THE ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMP. 



SIR HENRY COLE'S PAPERS. 



In his " Fifty Years of Public Life," lately published, Sir Henry Cole 
gives much information with respect to the Penny Postage reform, a 
boon with the obtaining and carrying out of which he was intimately 
associated — ^first as Secretary to the Mercantile Committee of the City 
of London, and afterwards as coadjutor to Mr. Bowland Hill at the 
Treasury. ** A General Collection of Postage Papers," having refer- 
ence to this reform, elucidating the efforts made by this Committee of 
London Merchants arid Bankers during the year 1838-39, to obtain 
for the scheme the sanction of the Legislature, has been bequeathed 
by Sir Henry Cole, " to be given to the British Museum after my 
death."* "The Mercantile Committee," he states, ** was formed 
** chiefly by the exertions of Mr. George Moffat in the spring of 1838. 
** Mr. Ashurst conducted the Parliamentary Liquiry, and upon myself, 
" as Secretary, devolved the business of communicating with the 
** public." This Committee formed the source and focus of the agitation 
which brought about the ultimate enactment of uniform Penny Postage. 
Money was freely subscribed, meetings were held, pubUc bodies in the 
provinces were urged to petition. Members of ParHament and Ministers 
were waited upon, and a special paper advocating the scheme, termed 
the " Post Circular," was issued and circulated gratis. Of these pro- 

* These Papers are in the Art Library of the South Kensington Museum. 
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ceedings Mr. Cole was the guiding genius and, amongst other 
successes, over two thousand petitions to ParHament were obtained — 
labours which were ultimately crowned with success. (See cmte, 
page 40.) 

To Mr. Cole, then, it now turns out that Mr. Chalmers, in February, 
1838, sent a copy of his plan of the adhesive stamp. Mr. Wallace 
and the House of Commons Committee had already got it, but it is 
only now that the particulars of the plan have been brought to light ; 
and in this " Collection of Postage Papers '' Sir Henry Cole has 
indeed left a valuable legacy to me and to all prepared to recognise 
the true originator of the adhesive postage stamp. These papers 
include a printed statement of Mr. Chalmers' plan, dated " 4 Castle 
** Street, Dundee, 8th February, 1838," and which runs as follows : — 

" Remarks on various modes proposed for franking letters^ under 
'* Mr. Rowland HiWs Plan of Post Office Reform. 

** In suggesting any method of improvement, it is only reasonable 
** to expect that what are supposed to be its advantages over any 
** existing system, or in opposition to others that have been or may be 
** proposed, will be expUcitly stated. 

** Therefore, if Mr. Hill's plan of a uniform rate of postage, and 
** that all postages are to be paid by those sending letters hrfore they 
** are deposited in the respective post-offices, become the law of the 
" land, I conceive that the most simple and economical mode of 
" carrying out such an arrangement would be by slips (postage stamps) 
** prepared somewhat similar to the specimens herewith shown. 

** With this view, and in the hope that Mr. Hill's plan may soon 
" be carried into operation, I would suggest that sheets of stamped 
** slips should be prepared at the Stamp Office (on a paper made 
" expressly for the purpose) with a device on each for a die or cut 
** resembling that on newspapers ; that the sheets so printed or stamped 
" should then be rubbed over with a strong solution of gum or other 
** adhesive substance, and (when thoroughly dry) issued by the Stamp 
** Office to town and country distributors, to stationers and others, for 
'* sale in sheets or singly, under the same laws and restrictions now 
" appUcable to those selling bill or receipt stamps, so as to prevent, as 
** far as practicable, any fraud on the revenue. 
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** Merchants and others whose correspondence is extensive, could 
** purchase these sHps in quantities, cut them singly, and affix one to a 
** letter by means of wetting the back of the shp with a sponge or 
** brush, just with as much facility as applying a wafer,'* adding that 
the stamp might answer both for stamp and wafer, especially in the 
case of circulars — a suggestion which those who may recollect the 
mode of folding universally practised before the days of envelopes 
will appreciate. Mr. Chalmers goes on — ** Others, requiring only one 
** or two slips at a time, could purchase them abng with sheets of 
" paper at stationers' shops, the weight only regulating the rate of 
<* postage in all cases, so as a stamp may be affixed according to the 
<^ scale determined on. 

** Again, to prevent the possibiHty of these being used a second 
** time, it should be made imperative on postmasters to put the post- 
** office town stamp (as represented in one of the specimens) across 
** the sUp or postage stamp." 

Mr. Chalmers then goes on to point out the advantages to be 
derived from this plan, and to state objections to Mr. Hill's plan 
of impressed stamped covers or envelopes, or stamp impressed 
upon the sheet of letter paper itself. At that period envelopes — 
being scarcely known, and never used, as involving double postage 
— ^were a hand-made article, heavy and expensive — objections which 
have disappeared with the abohtion of the Excise duty on paper 
and the use of machinery. But how true were Mr. Chalmers 
objections then may be gathered from the fact, as recorded by Sir 
Eowland Hill in his " Life," that the large supply provided of the 
first postage envelope, the " Mulready," had actually to he destroyed as 
wholly unsuitable and unsaleable, while the supply of adhesive stamps 
was with difficulty brought up to the demand.* The force and value 
of Mr. Chalmers' objections to the stamp impressed upon the sheet 
itself are best exemplified by the fact that, though ultimately sanc- 
tioned by the Treasury at the instance of Mr. Hill, such plan never 
came into use. People bought their own paper from the stationers, 
and not from the Stamp Office, and appHed the adhesive stamp as the 
weight required. (See ante, page 41.) Mr. Chalmers concludes, 
<< taking all these disadvantages into consideration, the use of stamped 
* See also Encyclopedia Britannica., article ** Postage Stamps.*' ^ 

Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



61 

** slips is certainly the most preferable system; and, should others who 
•* take an interest in the proposed reform view the matter in the same 
** light as I do, it remains for them to petition Parliament to have such 
** carried into operation." 

This statement of Mr. Chalmers is printed on part of an elongated 
sheet of paper. On the half not occupied by the type are several 
specimens of a suggested stamp, about an inch square, and with the 
words printed, ** General Postage — ^not exceeding half-an-ounce — One 
** Penny.'* And the same — " Not exceeding one ounce — Twopence." 
(It is only of late years that a penny has franked one ounce in weight.) 
A space divides each stamp for cutting off singly,* and the back of the 
sheet is gummed over. One of the specimens is stamped across with 
the post-mark, " Dundee, 10th February, 1838," to exemplify what 
Mr. Chalmers states should be done to prevent the stamp being used a 
second time. 

Here is a complete description of the principle of the adhesive postage 
stamp as ultimately adopted by Mr. Hill at the Treasury by Minute of 
26th December, 1839, when he sent Mr. Cole to Messrs. Bacon and 
Petch, the eminent engravers, to provide a die and contract for the 
supply of stamps,! a plan in use to the present day. 

This description, as now brought to light under the signature 
of Mr. Chalmers himself, ftdly confirms the evidence with respect to 
the invention in August, 1834, as given by his then employSs yet 
living, W. Whitelaw and others, as detailed in my former pamphlets. 

Here, then, was the plan of the future adhesive stamp, already 
laid before Mr. Wallace and the House of Commons Conmiittee, also 
sent to the Secretary of the City of London Mercantile Committee, 
in printed form, as to one of many, long before leave was asked, on 
5th July, 1839, even to introduce the Bill into Parliament. That 
Mr. Hill saw Mr. Cole's copy, or had a special copy sent also to him- 
self, is clear, because Mr. Hill at once writes to Mr. Chalmers under 
date 3rd March, 1838. What Mr. Hill states in that letter we know 
not altogether, as Mr. Pearson Hill has not thought proper to publish 

* The perforated sheets were not introduced until the year 1852. This improve- 
ment was the invention of a Mr. Archer, for which he got the sum of £4,000. (See 
ante, page 43.) 

i See Select Committee on Archer's Patent— Mr. Bacon's evidence. Question 1,692. 

Digitized by M)[i@OQIC 



52 

that letter, and my request to him for a copy has not been complied 
with, as shown in a former pamphlet. We know thus much, however, 
that Mr. Rowland Hill makes no pretension then to ever having sug- 
gested or approved of an adhesive stamp, as already pointed out. Not 
until writing to Mr. Chalmers on the 18th January, 1840, before 
which period, in obedience to the general demand, the adhesive stamp 
had at length been adopted, did Mr. Hill, in reply to Mr. Chalmers' 
claim as the originator, set up any counter-claim on his own part to 
any share in the merit of the adhesive stamp. But as with the scheme 
itself, so now with the stamp which saved it, no second party was to be 
allowed to divide with Mr. Hill the sole merit of this great reform. 
So the far-fetched excuse, the mere afterthought, bred of the success 
which had attended Mr. Chalmers' proposal to the Committee and to 
Mr. Cole, is hit upon to put Mr,. Chalmers aside and to attach to him- 
self the whole merit of the adhesive stamp. Mr. Hill had said some- 
thing about a bit of gummed paper before the Commissioners of Post 
Office Inquiry in February, 1837 (subsequent to publishing the first 
edition of his pamphlet, in which nothing was said of an adhesive 
stamp), an idea Mr. Hill had acquired in the interval, just as he had 
acquired all the principles of the scheme itself, at second hand. 
This was a mere passing allusion in February, 1837, as to what might 
be done with an adhesive stamp (the proved invention of Mr. Chalmers 
in August, 1834) in a supposed exceptional case, which could never 
have arisen so long as the penny in cash was accepted in pre-payment 
of a letter, and which mode of payment continued optional with the 
public, in place of using a stamp of any sort, up to the year 1856. On 
this mere allusion, however, Mr. Hill subsequently founded his clwm 
when events proved that Mr. Chalmers' proposal could not be dis- 
pensed with. February, 1837, was, it will be noticed, two years and 
a half after the invention of the adhesive postage stamp by Mr. 
Chalmers, one of the early postal reformers who." held correspondence 
" with the postal reformers of the day both in and out of Parliament," 
the correspondent of, amongst others, Messrs. Knight & Co., who 
published for Mr. Hill. Such allusion was, as the Encyclopedia 
Britannica states, merely an idea ** acquired from without," and had 
no practical effect whatever, only showing that Mr. Hill had heard of 
this idea without seeing its value or proposing its adoption. The 
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subject having already been fully dealt with in my pamphlet '* The 
" Adhesive Postage Stamp," it will be enough here to repeat that 
nothing can be more clear than that the adoption of the adhesive 
stamp for the purpose of carrying out the penny postage scheme 
formed no part of the intentions or proposals of Sir Bowland Hill. 
His plan, as stated in his pamphlet of 1837, was to use impressed 
stamped wrappers, or stamp impressed upon the sheet of letter paper. 
In his letter of 9th January, 1838, to Lord Litchfield, Postmaster- 
General, he repeats this : ** I propose that the postage be collected by 
** the sale of stamped covers." Again, when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, on the 6th of July, 1839,'antroduced and carried a resolu- 
tion sanctioning a Penny Postage Bill being brought forward, he 
distinctly only " asked Hon. Members to commit themselves to the 
** question of a uniform rate of postage of ^one penny at and under a 
** weight hereafter to be fixed." Everything else was to be left open. 
** If it were to go forth to the pubHc to-morrow morning that the 
** Government had proposed, and the House had adopted, the plan of 
" Mr. Eowland Hill, the necessary result would be to spread a convie 
" tion abroad that, as a stamped cover was absolutely to he used in all 
** ca^esy which stamped covers were to be made by one single manu- 
" fecturer, alarm would be felt lest a monopoly would thereby be 
** created, to the serious detriment of other members of a most useful 
** and important trade. The sense of injustice excited by this would 
** necessarily be extreme. I therefore do- not call upon the House 
" either to affirm or to negative any such proposition at the present. 
*' I ask you simply to affirm the adoption of a uniform penny postage, 
** and the taxation of that postage by weight. Neither do I ask you 
** to pledge yourselves to the prepayment of letters, for I am of opinion 
** that, at all events, there should be an option of putting letters into 
" the post without a stamp. 

" If the resolution be affirmed, and the Bill has to be proposed, it 
" will hereafter require very great care and complicated arrangements 
** to carry the plan into practical effect. It may involve considerable 
** expense and considerable responsibility on the part of the Govern- 
** ment ; it may disturb existing trades, such as the paper trade. 
" ... The new postage will be distinctly and simply a penny 
** postage by weight. ... I also require for the Treasury a power 
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** of taking the postage by anticipation, and a power of allowing such 
" postage to be taken by means of stamped covers, and I also require 
** the authority of rating the postage according to weight." * 

In this dilemma, as to how to carry out the scheme in practice, 
Mr. Wallace favourably suggested the adhesive stamp, the adoption of 
which plan, he had no hesitation in saying, from the evidence adduced, 
would secure the revenue from loss by forgery. Mr. Warburton, also 
a member of the 1837-38 Committee, ** viewing with considerable 
** alarm the doubt which had been expressed of adopting Mr. HilVs 
" plan of prepayment and collection by stamped covers,'' recommended 
that plans should be applied for from the public. 

Again, in the House of Lords on the 5th of August, Lord Mel- 
bourne, in introducing the Bill, is as much embarrassed as was the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in the Commons. The opponents of the 
Bill use, as one of their strongest arguments, the impossibility of 
carrying out the scheme in practice. The Earl of Bipon says : — 
" Why were their Lordships thus called upon at this period of the 
** session to pass a Bill when no mortal being at that moment had 
" the remotest conception of how it was to be carried into execution ?" 
Here Lord Ashburton, like Mr. Wallace in the Commons, favourably 
suggested the adhesive stamp, '* which would answer every purpose, 
** and remove the objection of the stationers and papermakers to the 
" measure.** 

Of all this, Sir Rowland Hill, in his ** Life,** written by himself, 
takes no notice whatever, giving his readers, on the contrary, to under- 
stand that to the year 1837, the year of his pamphlet, is to be attri- 
buted his adoption of the adhesive stamp. From this alone the reader 
may understand the sort of man with whom the simple Dundee book- 
seller had to deal.f 

♦ See "Hansard,*' Vol 48. 

+ Nothing more clearly, if painfully, exemplifies what can only be called the 
** mania " which possessed Sir Rowland HiU in desiring to be considered the inventor 
of that uniform penny postage scheme which he had brought forward, and of all its 
adjuncts than the manner in which he labours to account for the various principles 
and figures of same having been brought to his own mind, all of which having at 
the same time been the prior proposals of other men which lay before him. (See 
«• The Position oi Sir Rowland Hill made Plain"— EflRngham Wilson, 1882.) 
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So much for Mr. HilPs plans. Follow now that of Mr. Chalmers. 
Invented in 1834 ; proposed to Mr. Wallace, Chairman of the Select 
Cormnittee in December, 1837 ; to Mr. Cole, and to Mr. Hill himself in 
February, 1838 ; brought forward by Mr. Wallace in July, 1839, when 
the Government was in a dilemma what to do : also by Lord Ashburton 
in the House of Lords ; and ultimately adopted by Treasury Minute 
of 26th December, 1839. Can there be a doubt as to who was both 
the inventor and the proposer of this adhesive postage stamp ? How 
comes it, then, that Mr. Hill has got the credit of same ? Just 
because, being in despotic power at the Treasury, he " took it,** saying 
to Mr. Chalmers, " Oh, you see, you were too late ; I proposed this plan 
" myself in February, 1837.** A more monstrous piece of tnjustico never 
was perpetrated.'-' 



The Rev. SAMUEL ROBERTS, M.A. 

The obituary notice of the above-named postal and social reformer, 
well known to many of our leading public men, appears in the Times 
newspaper of 30th September, 1885. This article states : — 

" A few days ago there passed away a man whose name deserves 
" remembrance in this column — the Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, 
" one of the earliest, if not the very earliest, advocates of postal reform. 
" He was bom in March, 1800, at Llanbrynmair, Montgomeryshire, 
" where his father held the charge of the Congregational Church, and 
" had therefore completed his 85th year." Omitting other proposals not 
connected with my subject, Mr. Roberts "addressed letters to the 
" General Post Office in 1829, and again in 1836, pleading for one low 
" and uniform rate of postage, both inland and foreign. He also advo* 
" cated a cheap parcel post." • • . Concluding : " About three years 

* In his " Life,** Vol. i., p. 346, Sir Rowland Hill takes special credit to himaelf 
for having recommended that the adhesive stamps " should be printed on sheets," a 
special featore it will have been noticed of Mr. Chalmera' plan, but only a minor 
instance of the cool way in which Sir Rowland Hill appropriates to himself the pro* 
posala of others, ^ t 
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** ago Mr. Roberts received a grant of £60 from the Eoyal Bounty 
" Fund on the recommendation of Mr. Gladstone, in recognition of his 
** services as a pioneer in the cause of social progress, and especially of 
" postal reform.'' 

The statements of Mr. Roberts himself arc recapitulated in the 
following letter from me, headed '* Penny Postage Reform," which 
appeared in the Whitehall Review of October 8th, 1885 : — 

To the Edito7\ 
"Sir, 

" Distinguished among your contemporaries for the liberal 
" manner in which you have already o|>ened the columns of the WhiteliaU 
** Review to the admission of the fresh light now shod upon the above- 
" named important subject, it is especially fitting that in the same columns 
" should now first appear some account of the remarkable j^rogi ess lately 
" met with in confirmation of what you have already permitted me to 
" advance. 

" JFirst, then, as respects the originator of the proi)Osal of a low and 
" uniform penny postage, I have already maintained that such was not 
" an oiiginal conception on the part of Sir Rowland Hill as so handed 
" down by him and hitherto understood, but that such was only a 
" borrowed proposal, published and worked out by him. I have further 
** pointed to the Rev. Samuel Roberts, of Conway, as having been the 
" man who first proposed this radical change in our postal system some 
" years before 1837. And what do we now find ] Mr. Roberts died the 
• ** other day, in his eighty-sixth year, and there now appeara in the 
" columns of the Times of the 30th ult. an obituary notice of this postal 
" reformer, confirming what I have stated, and to which I beg reference. 

** Permit me now to supplement this obituary notice of the Times by 
" some extracts from the st^itements of Mr. Roberts himself, taken from 
** that manifesto of his in which he thanks over two hundred kind 
' " contributories; from the Royal Bounty Fund downwards, in aid of his 
" declining years, and which list; includes such names as those of Mr. 
** Gladstone, Mr, H. J. Gladstone, Lord Derby, Mr, Samuel Morley, 
" Mr. Bright, Mr. Rathbone, Lord Dalhousie, the Duke of Westminster, 
" Sir Thomas Brassey, Sir Edward Baines, Mr. J. Cai*vell Williams, 
" several bishops and Members of Parliament, Ac. Mr, Roberts 
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" states : * The aged writer has pleaded and petitioned for our useful 
** ' penny postage and other postal redactions and convenienceB more than 
** * ten years before the patriotic Sir Rowland Hill came out to assist 
" * in the difficult conflict. He repeatedly petitioned and memorialised 
" * the Post Office on the subject ' — ^further corresponding thereon with 
" leading men of the day. Mr. Roberts goes on to notice the appoint- 
" ment in the year 1835 of the * Commission of Post Office Inquiry/ 
" with the proposal put forward in the Fifth Report as respects a low and 
* uniform postage on circulars^ then subject to the same high and 
" variable rates as were letters, and charged by sheet, recommended by 
** that report to be charged by weight, and prepaid by impressed 
" stamp, at the uniform rate of a penny the half-ounce, irrespective of 
" distance — a proposal left wholly unnoticed in any of the writings of 
" Sir Rowland Hill, though there is the clearest evidence of this report 
*' having come under his cognisance. To the proposal of a uniform 
'* penny postage on letters, as already urged by Mr. Roberts, and which 
" idea, as he further states, * was well known around the Post Office 
" * and other high places,* add the principles set forth and recommended 
** in this Fifth Report, and we have, it will be seen, the exact scheme 
" of Sir Rowland Hill from beginning to end, but put forward by bim, 
" in the main, as of his own conception, and hitherto errroneously 
" supposed to have been original. [See obituary articles in the Times, 
" Athenceuniy and j^ress in general.] This Report was of date April, 
" 1836. Mr. Roberts goes on: *Soon afterwards Sir Rowland Hill 
" * took up the penny idea, and extended its usefulness. He worked 
" * perseveringly for reform ; but it should be remembered that it is not 
** * right to honour him as the originator of the penny system. The plan 
*• * had been drawn, and he did the work.' Again : * Sir Rowland Hill 
" * was nobly rewarded for his ability and perseverance in carrying out a 
" * scheme, important portions of which had been suggested and recom 
" * mended by others. He deserved honour as an able copyist of other 
'* * men's plans ; but it was not fair to honour and reward him as the 
'* ' inventor of the uniform penny postage system. It is really no honour 
" ' to his memory that he grasped to himself all the rewards and honours 
" ' of the postal reforms of these days.' 

" Such is the manifesto of this remarkable man, now truly recorded 
" in the Times as having been the pioneer of postal reform — a field in 
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" in which he met with many coailjutoM prior to the advent upon the 
" scene of Sir Rowland HilL 

" Next, with respect to the adhesive postage stamp, claimed by me 
" as having been the invention and proposal of my late father, James 
" Chalmew, bookseller, Dundee, I am now enabled to point to Vol. 19 
" of the Encyclopcedia Britannica, lately published, where, under the 
" article * Postage Stamps,' my father is fully recognised as having been 
" the inventor of this stamp in the month of August, 1834, a decision 
** arrived at after a lengthened investigation of the respective statements 
" put forward on the subject by myself and by Mr. Pearson Hill (who 
" himself initiated the inquiry). And this, notwithstanding that I 
" have been at a manifest disadvantage through the entire correspon- 
" dence betwixt my late father and Sir Rowland Hill being solely in 
** the possession of Mr, Pearson Hill, with a copy of which he has not 
" consented to furnish me, such correspondence being, I maintain, 
" public, as being oflScial, not private, property. 

" You are aware that the articles in this standard work ave di-awn 
" up by learned experts upon the respective subjects dealt with, and 
" edited under a strong sense of responsibility to the high standing of 
" the work itself and to history. The decision arrived at, consequently, 
" will now be accepted in all impartial quai*ters as conclusive. The steps 
** by which this invention of Mr. James Chalmers became ultimately 
" incorpoitited, through his initiation, in the reformed penny postage 
" system have been already recorded in your columns. 

" Mr. Roberts emphatically gives his testimony that * it was a 
" ' thoughtful, calculating, unassuming, patriotic postal reformer of 
" * Dundee, of the name of James Chalmers,' to whom we are indebted 
" for the adhesive stamp, who, * already honoured by his neighbours, will 
" ' bo honoured by future generations.' 

** Having left Dundee over fifty years ag6, and passed much of the 
" inteiTal abroad, it was only through letters which appeared in the 
" Dundee press upon the demise of Sir Rowland Hill that my attention 
** was drawn to this matter. 

** I remain, Sir, 

** Your obedient Servant, 

" PATRICK CHALMERS. 
" Wimbledon, Ootoher ^rd, 1885." 
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Official reptcdiation by H. M. Post Office of the statements of my 

opponents. 

Three or four years ago, a weekly journal, termed The Postal, 
Telegraphic, and Telephonic Gazette was started in London, of a high- 
class description — well-printed, and giving most valuable information 
upon all subjects connected with the three services named under its 
title. The appointments, promotions, and changes amongst the Post 
Office staff in London and the country were duly noted, altogether 
giving the journal the aspect of official inspiration and sanction in 
respect of its statements. In the question betwixt myself and Mr. 
Pearson Hill, however, this otherwise excellent paper took up a decided 
position in opposing my claim on behalf of my late father, and in advo- 
cating the views of my opponent, on behalf of Sir Kowland Hill. No 
opportunity was lost in carrying out this course, and, amongst other 
modes of supporting Sir Rowland Hill, his pamphlet of 1837 was 
printed in the columns of the Gazette in consecutive issues, by way of 
refreshing the mind of the public with respect to his proposals, but 
omitting to give the authorities from which, or from whom, these pro- 
posals were taken. 

After one especially violent article, denouncing me and my preten- 
sions, stated to have been drawn up by a writer specially acquainted 
with his subject, and "high up in the service of the Post Office" 
(possibly the gentleman referred to in Mr. Pearson Hill's letter to 
Messrs. A. & 0. Black, see ante, page 40), I at length addressed the 
Secretary of the Post Office, officially, respectfully asking if this Gazette 
was an official paper, and further, did its sentiments on the subject so 
disputed in its columns, represent the opinions of H. M. Post Office. 
To this I was at once favoured with the following reply : — 

" Genebal Post Office, 

" Sir, " 2ith Ma/rch, 1884. 

" In rei)ly to your letter of the 22nd instant, I beg leave 
" to say that the Postal and Telegraphic Gazette is not an official 
" journal, and that the opinions therein expressed must not be regarded 
" as the official expressions of opinion of H.M.'s Post Office. 
" I am. Sir, 

" Your obedient servant, 

(Signed) S. A. BLACKWOOD, 
'* P. Chalmers, Esq." " Secretary. 
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The above most satisfactory reply aud emphatic repudiation of my 
adversary's view?, after having intimated my intention to Mr. Black- 
wood, I at once circulated to the London papers and other quartern, 
with the following remarks : — 

" Any further article, consequently, which may yet appear in the 
•* Postal and Telegraphic Gazette on the subject in question, may now be 
" left unnoticed. The efforts of Mr. Pearson Hill to retain for his father, 
^ the late Sir Rowland Hill, the reputation of having been the actual 
" inventor of that uniform Penny Postage Scheme which he introduce J 
" and did so much to promote, are deserving of every respect, but with 
" the official declaration of the Treasury now before us, that uniform 
** Penny Postage had been pi^evioiisly urged upon the Government by 
" others, with, moreover, the abandonment of the question of originality 
** of conception by the Memorial Fund Committee themselves, continued 
" discussion on the point becomes a mere waste of words.— P.O." 

Not long after this the Postal and Telegraphic Gazette withdrew 
not only from the controversy, but from publication, and has been for 
some time extinct. 

Returning to this official repudiation by Her Majesty's Post Office 
of the statements of my opponents, my friends and supporters may be 
inclined to claim such as an official recognition of my claim on behalf 
of my father. If one side is wrong, they will say, the other side must 
be right. But I should be sorry to attach such significance to the 
generous letter of Mr. Blackwood, or to claim him as having committed 
himself to that official recognition perhaps yet to be unmistakably 
granted. Besides, as to that, the chief of the Post Office, there to- 
day and gone to-morrow, has to be consulted, and in any such claim 
as mine a Postmaster- General only scents some design upon his 
purse, and consequently something to be at once put down ; oi*, as 
Mr. Shaw Lefevre put the matter when I suggested an inquiry, "no 
" inquiry waa deemed necessary." Of course not, public officials never do 
deem an inquiry upon any matter whatever " necessary," nor will any- 
thing less than a Parliamentary Committee ever succeed in extracting 
from them an inquiry or any admission whatever, a process now about 
to take place with respect to our spending department?, not a moment 
too soon. But as I have nothing to ask from the Post Office, that insti- 



Digitized by 



Google 



61 

tution may be left, officially, to arrive at the right conclusion at its 
leisure, though perhaps, with more than one of the heads of depart- 
ments whom I could name, opinion is already very much as my friends 
would desire. 

" No inquiry deemed necessary," indeed ! I-iet but James Chalmers 
arise from his lonely grave in the " Auld Howff " of Dundee, with the 
power as with the undoubted right to forbid the further use of his 
happy proposal and widespread boon until his name was recognised, 
and not only the Post Office but every Chamber of Commerce through- 
out the land would be, metaphorically, down on their knees before his 
shade, offering untold sums for his sanction to the continued use of his 
unrequited gift, — and not only so of this land but of every nation to 
which his gift has spread. "What potentate, I repeat, ever wielded such 
a power as this 1 And because this boon, once freely bestowed, becomes 
irrevocable, is it to be said that the donor's name is to remain'un known 
and uuheard of while the gift is ascribed to a mere usurper ? If so, let 
it not be supposed that such indifference can be exercised with impunity ; 
that a state of society so callous to the claims of right and justice, as is 
still the case with the more influential journals in London and the 
London public, can exist without drawing upon itself some retribution. 
What will other lands and history say in such a case 1 



AUTIOLES FROM THE PRESS. 

The numerous articles from the Press given in detail in the Second 
Edition are now curtailed to giving, with little exception, merely the 
names of the newspapers in which the articles appeared. 

The Dundee Advertiser of January 19th, 1886, gives a long and able 
article detailing the case which ''renders not only justifiable, but 
** laudable, the efforts of Mr. Patrick Chalmers to get the merit of his 
'* late father recognised, in opposition to the powerful influences which 
" have been exerted to award the honour in a quarter where it is not 
" due. Without the stamp, the penny postage plan would have proved 
'♦almost a 'dead letter.'" 
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Copy of a letter from the Editor follows, in whiob Mr. Leng con- 
gratulates me in having now established on irrefragable authority 
my claims on behalf of my father. 

Legacy to the Countbymen op James Chalmers. 
The following letter from me was published in the Dundee Advertiser 
of 28th July, 1886 :— 

*' The Adhesive Postage Stamp. 

** To the Editor of the Dundee Advertiser. 
"Sib, 

"In the able article which appeared in your issue of the 19th 
January last, in recognition of my late father as having been the 
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, it was there stated that Sir 
Bowland Hill simply * took the credit ' of what belonged to another. 

" In confirmation of that statement I am now enabled to hand you 
copy of a short publication, entitled * Submission of the Sir Rowland 
Hill Committee,' in which it is shown from the proceedings and prac- 
tical assent of his own Mansion House Committee that Sir Rowland 
Hill, however great his seiTices, originally conceived, or first proposed 
nothing whatever in connection with that uniform penny postage scheme 
which has gone by his name, while having assumed and * taken the 
credit * of same. As with the scheme so with the stamp, in having 
* taken the credit ' of which Sir Rowland Hill only displayed the same 
failing which had attended him from the first, in having put forward as 
his own the prior proposals of other men. 

" The value and importance of the Adhesive Postage Stamp cannot 
be better desciibed than by the term * indispensable * of the resolution 
of the Town Council of Dundee three years ago. The circumstances, 
however, under which this stamp was brought forward and became 
adopted, are, in the present day, unknown or forgotten. The great 
argument of the opponents of the uniform penny postage scheme was 
the impossibility of carrying it out in practice. * Why should we be 
called upon to pass this Bill,' they said in 1839, * when no mortal being 
had the remotest conception of how it was to be carried into execution T 
That part of the subject must stand over, said the Government of the 
day. But the plan of James Chalmers, already sent to Mr. Wallace in 

1837, and again to the Mercantile Committee of the City of London in 

1838, and now in the South Kensington Museum Library as in use to 
this day, was, in this dilemma, brought forward by Mr. Wallace in the 
House of Commons, became ultimately adopted, and saved the scheme. 
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Indispensable then, indispensable it has continued in countless numbers, 
not only in this country but spreading to every land. Withdraw or 
suspend its use and you paralyse the correspondence and thereby the 
trade and commerce not alone of this country, but of the world. What 
potentate ever wielded such a power as this ? What man has conferred 
so wide-spread a boon, free, spontaneous and unrewarded, while millions 
have been yearly poured and continue to be ever increasingly poured 
into the National Treasury by means of what an able writer has termed 
the ' powerful mechanism ' of this indispensable and ubiquitous stamp 1 
" This matter of my father's title to the adhesive stamp was initiated 
not by me, but by old and respected towiismen of Dundee conversant 
with the facts— brought forward, moreover, not alone with the object of 
vindicating the memory of their deceased friend, but further, as stated 
by them in your columns, * that Dundee might claim and receive the 
honour of being the birthplace of the Adhesive Stamp,' looked upon 
universally as being a matter of national and historical importance, as 
exemplified in the special investigation of the Encyclopcedia Britomnica. 
That such was both invented and first proposed for adoption in the 
reformed postal system by a townsman of Dundee has now been proved 
beyond dispute, as already widely recognised at home and abroad. 

" Favour me, therefore, by adding this further record in your columns 
in the event of the present or some future generation of the now large 
and important community of Dundee, following in the steps of their 
predecessors and of the valued recognition of the Town Council of 1883, 
becoming disposed to take an interest in the matter, and to claim for 
their locality and for the memory of their townsman that heritage of 
wldch both have been so unjustly dispossessed. 

** I remain. Sir, 
" Wimbledon, " Your obliged Servant, 

" Jvly 26i7i, 1886." " PATRICK CHALMERS. 

The attention of the Scottish press in general is specially invited to 
the above letter as equally directed to the country at large — ^the Legacy 
now handed over, not to be allowed to pass into oblivion, to the towns- 
men and countrymen of one who has done the State some service, by 
the last surviving male descendant of James Chalmers, bearing his 
name,* 

* Copies of the First Edition of this pamphlet, to the number of 500, with an 
equal number of the above letter to the Dundee Advertiser , have been circulated to 
the address of the principal inhabitants of Dundee — including Bankers, Merchimts, 
Members of the Chamber of Commerce, the Clergy, Professors, Teachers of the 
rising generation, and others. 
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The Dundee Courier, tne Montrose iSUmdard, the Brechin Advertiser, 
and the For/or Herald, again state the caae as further developed, giving 
continued support to the claims of James Chalmers. ' The Scottish Border 
Record, of Galashiels, contributes a long and powei-ful leading article, 
concluding : " This Rowland must come down from his pedestal among 
the gods and take his place among those whose feet are of clay— the 
sillj throng of worldlings to whom distinction and gold are more valuable 
than honesty, and who refuse to do to others as they would others 
should do to them/* 

The John C^ Groat's Jowmcd says: "This is a pamphlet kicking 
against the paltry usurjmtions of a little great man, wlio made the bulk 
of his distinction out of the brain fibre of a Dundee bookseller named 
Chalmers." Concluding : " Certainly the claims of Chalmers deserve a 
recognition as worthy as the public advantage derived." 

My early and staunch supporter, the Christian Leader, of Ol&agow, 
contributes several able and valuable articles, in the course of which it 
i-emarks: "We heartily congratulate Mr. Patrick Chalmers on the 
triumphant completion of his filial service." . . "We cannot refrain 
from adding that Mr. Pearson Hill and the London Press cut a figure 
in this business that is the reverse of creditable to them." 

The Chan Telegraph remarks that, on the decease of Sir Rowland 
Hill, "the fact that his claim as originator of penny postage was 
plagiarised came to be pretty generally admitted. It now seems that he 
equally stole the idea of the adhesive stamp from James Chalmers, a 
Dundee bookseller, &c." 

[The above is only one more expression of what was not only felt, 
but pretty generally admitted before any pamphlet of mine ventured to 
express a doubt with respect to the originality of Sir Rowland Hill. So 
generally was it felt, that, notwithstanding his great and well-i'ecognised 
services, too much was being made in the way of putting him forward 
as the great genius of invention, that the first attempt to get up a 
Memoiial Fund at the Mansion House failed, only a hundred pounds 
being subscribed, which the Lord Mayor proposed, in a letter to the 
press, to return. Under a succeeding Lord Mayor, however, the 
matter was again taken up with better preparation and increased 
vigour, and by a free use of the Mansion House machinery, with 
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appeals to the proTincial Mayors and to the Colonies, the necessary 
sum for a substantial Memorial was at length obtained.] 

The Irvine Express : " This is a clear and convincing exhibition of 
the injustice of the claim made by Sir Rowland Hill, and more recently 
maintained by his son, to be the inventor of the adhesive stamp." The 
Whitehall Review says : " Wo have repeatedly referred to the, what 
seems to us, wholly just issues raised by Mr. Chalmers, and every step 
that he takes seems to be a step forward." . . "We have no hesitation 
in saying that Mr. Patrick Chalmers will yet prove his case to the 
satisfaction of the world." . . "The time seems past when the 
Rowland Hill Committee, with any regard to their own credit, can 
afford to be silent." 

Trvhner'a Literary Record^ in a valuable notice, says : " What could 
have been more appropriate than that a bookseller, a distributor of 
knowledge, should have invented the Penny Postage Stamp 1 Mr. James 
Chalmers, of Dundee, all honour to him as a benefactor of hiti race, was 
the originator of what is etill a prime necessity to the commercial 
world." 

I now come to Bric-a-Brac^ the well-known monthly issue of the 
courteous and popular Mr. Palmer, of the Strand, than whom no man 
is better acquainted with the history of the postage stamp, or can better 
detect the true from the false, whether in stamps or men. That Mr. 
Palmer ha^i felt called upon to transfer his allegiance to James Chalmers, 
and to place the stamp of his approval upon my efforts to vindicate my 
father's service, is to me a source of high gratification. Bric-OrBrac's 
articles fill over three pages of the Second Edition, and may be thus 
summed np in its own words : " Mr. Patrick Chalmers has vindicated 
the memory of his father. The name of James Chalmers will go down 
to posterity as the inventor of the adhesive postage stamp." 

Mr. Walford, in his Antiquarian^ writes, "Mr. Chalmers has 
thoroughly succeeded in proving his case," — while to the Rev. Samuel 
Roberts is attributed the first proposal of uniform penny postage. 

Invenldon and Invenior^a Ma/rt has favoured me with two valuable 
articles in recognition. 

The Home and Colonial Mail, in again stating the facts, says : " No 
son could more zealously defend his father's memory from injustice, or 
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insist upon honour being credited where it is dne, than Mr. Patrick 
Chalmers." 

The Croydon Beview again comes handsomely forward in several 
notice?, in the coarse of which it says : " Mr. Chalmers' services to his 
ooantry should now be nationally acknowledged. In reply to the 
question, ' Who invented the penny postage stamp ? ' — ^instead of children 
being taught to say Sir Rowland Hill, they must now, to be correct, 
answer, Mr. James Chalmers, of Dundee." 

Literary Opinion contributes a long and able article descriptive of 
the case, and in recognition of James Chalmers. 

Cowrt and Society Beview " has watched from first to last this strange 
epic unfold its length, and trust that its conclusion is as satisfactory to 
Mr. Patrick Chalmers as the persistent ardour with which he has main- 
tained the fighi^ one against all the others, is creditable to his filial 
fideUty." 

The Swrrey Independent is of opinion that '^ the decision of such an 
authority as the Uncyclopcedia Britannica must be considered conclusive, 
and we congratulate Mr. Chalmers on the result." 

The Wimbledon Courier contributes a long and able article, con- 
cluding : " It will be acknowledged that his task must have been a most 
arduous one ; and, were it not for the undeniable testimony he has 
succeeded in collecting, the task would have been an impossible one." 

The Surrey County Times says : " Mr. Chalmers is quite within his 
right in keeping the matter steadily before the public." 

The Sunday Times says : " The Chalmers family have up to the 
present time but little reason to feel grateful to an appreciative 
country." 

The Sheffield Daily Telegraph " fears it is not sufficiently grateful 
either to Mr, James Chalmers or to Sir Rowland Hill for the penny 
post." 

The Brighouse and Bastrick Gazette, This old and staunch supporter 
supplies a further trenchaut article. Referring to Mr. Pearson Hill's 
letter to Messrs. A. and C. Black, it says : '* Now the writer of that 
letter must have been in a desperately bad way to conceive such a 
document, and in a desperate mood to send it to any publisher. It may 
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be referred to, however, to show in what a very different spirit he and 
Patrick Chalmers have conducted their affairs." , . " Facts have a 
faculty in coming to the ^nt, and the foremost fact in the history of 
penny postage is that it was largely due to James Chalmers, of Dundee, 
that it became possible." 

The Accrington Gazette, the Western Daily Frees, Bristol, the Bother- 
ham Advertiser, and the Taunton Courier supply interesting notices. 
The West of England Observer recapitulates the case at length, and "is 
pleased that a general recognition of James Chalmers' service to his 
country may now be looked for." 

The Manchester Examiner and Birmingham Daily Mail give an 
account of the case. Likewise the Middlesbrough News, the Neiocastle 
Examiner, the Frome Times, the Perthshire ConstitutumaJ, all giving 
valuable and earnest notices. 

From the Livei*pool Daily Post, January 11th, 1884. 
** A Mr. Patrick Chalmers, F.R.S., seems to have devoted his life 
and energy and money to the destruction of Sir Rowland Hill's post- 
humous honours, having shown to his own satisfaction, and, as he 
thinks, also to the satisfaction of a large body of the press and the 
public, that his late father, and not Sir Rowland Hill, was the 
' Originator of the Adhesive Stamp.* He attempts to show, upon the 
authority of the Tjords of the Treasury, that Sir Rowland Hill was not 
even the originator of the penny postage scheme itself, nor, indeed, of 
any one of the principles or figures of the great epistolary revolution 
It must be confessed that Mr. Chalmers' evidence seems to prove his 
case. He charges that the penny postage scheme of Sir Rowland Hill 
was only an unacknowledged copy of a pre-existing Blue Book, of date 
1835-36, the * Fifth Report of the Commissioners of Post Office 
Inquiry,' to the provisions of which, in his writings, he has made no 
reference whatever. This is supported by an extract from a Treasury 
Minute, of date 11th March, 1864, conferring upon Sir Rowland Hill, 
upon his retirement from active service, his full salary of X2,000 
a year : — * My Lords do not forget that it has been by the powerful 
agency of the railway system that these results have been rendered prac- 
ticable. Neither do they enter into the question, as foreign to the 
occasion, what honour may be due to those who, before the development 
of the plans of Sir Rowland Hill, urged the adoption of Uniform Penny 
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Postage.' Mr. Chalmers implies that the original author of the scheme 
is the Rev. Sami*el Roberts, M.A., of Conwaj, who claims that before 
the year 1837 he repeatedly petitioned Government and thd Post Office 
pn the matter. Mr. Roberts is still living, in his eighty-fourth year, 
and has recently received a Government grant, which, Mr. Chalmers 
urges, is an admission of his claim. Whether it be true or noi that all 
this time we have been glorifying the wrong man, not alone as respects 
the adhesive stamp, but more especially with regard to the very origin 
and principles of the postage scheme itself, will probably continue to be 
a matter of dispute. Few great inventions have been the work of a 
single mind. There has been much, and not always good-natured, dis- 
cussion as to the invention of the locomotive steam-engina Into these 
matters the general public do not enter. The railway passenger is quite 
satis6ed that the means of speedy transit exist, and people enjoy the 
postal system as a matter of course. They are quite willing to give 
honour to whom honour is due, but they cannot attempt to measure out 
the claims of rivals who may each have contributed something to a great 
institution. It is nob a pleasant thing, this higgling for fame. The best 
men are satisfied^to have done good work, and the breath of fame to them 
is as valueless to them as factory smoke. A few great names endure for 
all time, but in the majority of cases the greatness of fame is like the 
roar of city life, which soon dies away in the silence of distance." 



"Penny Postage Refobm. 
" To the Editor of the Liverpool Daily Post, 

" Sib, — I ask permission to say, with reference to your article of 
** yesterday on the above subject, that the great services of Sir Rowland 
" Hill have been fully admitted on my part ; it is the monopoly which 
" he has claimed of conception as well as of performance that I have 
" ventured to object to, an objection now confirmed on the authority of 
" the Treasury. 

" If this reform, as you admit, has in reality been built up on the 
" proposals of other men, why should the entire merit be concentrated in 
" one ? If it has been commendable to honour this one, and this in a 
" large degree for what he has not done, why is it to be deprecated that 
" others should ask recognition for what they have done 1 If I have at 
" length been enabled specifically to prove my late Other's claim to the 
'' adhesive stamp, why should it be a matter of reproach against me for 
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" having brought forward this claim 1 Would not a lasting repix>ach 
'' have stood against me had I acted otherwise ? 

" Trusting to your impartiality to favour me by inserting these 
** lines, — ^Yours, &c., 

« PATRICK CHALMERS. 

" Wimbledon, Jan. 12." 

[With these remarks, which the editor was good enough to publish, 
I leave the reader to judge betwixt me and the Liverpool DaU/y Post. 
The writer of the article may now see, if so disposed, that I (not yet 
F.R.S.) have spent a little more energy and a little more money in this 
matter, and to no small purpose— long may it be before Scotland's sons 
become deterred either by indifference or by sneers from doing their 
duty. Why should it be considered reprehensible in me to have desired 
the due, if tardy, recognition of my father's name and services while at 
the same time Sir Rowland Hill is commended for angling for both fame 
and fortune, having his hook baited with the brains of other men ] Let 
us trust that this able and well-known writer, now the representative in 
Parliament for a Scottish constituency, will yet stand up for Scotland's 
cause in place of further bolstering up the shabby usurper of Scotland's 
rights.] 



Digitized by 



Google 



70 



PART FOURTH. 



SUCCESS 



IN THE 



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 



My attention waa first directed towards propagating the knowledge of 
my father's name and services in the United States through having been 
favoured with applications for a copy of my pamphlets from several 
gentlemen there, to whom the history of our postal reform and the 
adoption of the Adhesive Stamp were matters of special interest. Of 
these the most important correspondent was Mr. Tiflfany, of St. Louis, 
now President of the American Philatelic Association. This gentleman 
is well known in this country and throughout the world in his capacity 
of collector of stamp literature and of ^ stamps, and as author of a work, 
the Philatetic Libra/ry, a copy of which is in our British Museum 
Library. 

The evidence adduced by me, closing with my pamphlet, The Adhe- 
sive Postage Stamp ^ 1886, convinced Mr. Tiffany that James Chalmers 
was the originator of this stamp. In an article contributed to the 
Philatelic press Mr. Tiffany recounted the facts of the case, handed 
down Rowland Hill from the Philatelic throne, and set up James 
Chalmers in the seat so long usurped, concluding, " It will be well for 
" the stamp collectors to change their patron saint, and with this great 
" English authority, the Encychpcedia Britannica, accord the invention 
** of their hobby to its real invent6r, James Chalmers." 

Mr. Tillinghast, of Boston, Librarian of the State Library of 
Massachusetts, also favoured me with valuable correspondence, leading 
me to apply to the Bureau of Education at Washington for a list of 
Public Libraries in the United States, and which information was at 
once courteously supplied. By this means copies of my later pamjihlets 
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are now domiciled in over 200 of the principal State, University, 
Historical, and Public Libraries of that land. Cordial acknowledgments 
of the satisfaction they aflPord upon a subject in which a lively interest 
is taken in that country, and upon which an impartial opinion can 
there be formed, continue to reach me. 

Some of these letters have been already published. Professor 
Johnston, of Princeton College, honours me by writing that he " is 
" engaged on an American History to cover the period 1840-45, 
" in which it will be necessary for me to refer to the introduction of 
" the adhesive stamp into this country. From the evidence submitted, 
" as it stands, I do not see how I can give the credit of the invention 
** to any one but Mr. Chalmers, certainly not to Sir Rowland Hill." 

Mr. Phillips, Secretary of the Numismatic and Antiquarian 
Society of Philadelphia, states, at a meeting of the Society, that " it had 
" been proved that James Chalmers, a bookseller of Dundee, and not 
" Sir Rowland Hill, was the first inventor of this important factor in 
" our civilisation." 

The Worcester Daily Spy contributes an article on the subject, 
concluding : ^' Mr. Chalmers' son, with laudable zeal for his father's 
. reputation, has collected evidence which seems quite conclusive that 
Mr. James Chalmers did invent the adhesive stamp, and successfully 
urged its introduction simultaneously with the introduction of penny 
postage." 

The Editor of the Stamp Collector Magazine, Chicago, writes for 
a biographical sketch and portrait of Mr. Chalmers. — " America claims 
to have four hundred thousand stamp collectors." Of many of the 
principal collectors he favours me with the names, to over a hundred of 
whom copies of my late pamphlets have been sent. 

More lately, the Leader of New York has published a long and 
trenchant article on the subject, not only in vindication of James 
Chalmers and condemnation of the unfounded pretensions of Sir 
Rowland Hill to originality of conception and invention, but further 
commenting with severity upon the proceedings of the Mansion House 
Committee in erecting a statue to Sir Rowland Hill after having 
become aware that in place of being an inventor he had been only a 
plagiarist. From this article it may be said that New York now 
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claims no monopoly of Aldermanic scandals, while the London press is 
taken to task for passing over in silence the Mansion Honse proceedings, 
Mr. Birdsong, of the State libraiy of North Carolina, Baleigh, 
cordially acknowledges my pamphlets and the historical value of the 
information, asking for further copies. 

Mr. Brock, Secretary of the Virginia Historical Society, Bichmond, 
writes : — 

*' Mt dear Sib, 

*' Having read the previous publications kindly sent by 
" you, with conviction that your lamented father was justly due the 
" honor of originating the public boon, the adhesive postage stamp, I 
'^ am sincerely gratified in * The Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill 
" ' Commission ' to a just award, so long withheld. It will be a 
" pleasurable duty with me, when I may, in the future, to correct the 
*^ injustice so long continued, by just statement of fact." 

Mr. Whilden, of the Biade Stamp Collector, Atalanta, Georgia, 
writes : — 

" Dear Sir, 

" I have jast received your last pamphlet, and I have 
" enjoyed its perusal exceedingly. Please accept my thanks for same 
" and my well wishes for your prosperity. After careful consideration, 
'< I came to the conclusion some time ago that Sir Rowland Hill was 
" not the originator of the adhesive stamp. I will do all in my power to 
" advance the truth in regard to your father, and will use my influence 
" to correct a statement which has been believed for the past 25 years 
" by American Philatelists. Wishing you the greatest success, and 
" trusting that the time will soon come when the whole world will 
" know the truth, I beg to remain." 

I transcribe the following in full : — 

" Washington and Lee University, 
" Lexington, Virginia, 
« Patrick Chalmers, F.R.H.S. " Nwemher ^Oth, 1886. 

<< Honoured and dear Sir, 

"I am instructed by the authorities of this University to 
" acknowledge in their name the honour you have done us, by sending 
" to our Libraiy a copy of your justification of yowr fatli^^ entitled, 

Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



73 

" * Submission of thb Sie Rowland Hill Committee/ 

** 2nd Edition, with Additions, Press Notices, <fec., 1886. 

" In accordance with your request we most cheerfully assign ifc a 

" place in our Library, thereby assuring you of our appreciation of the 

" success of your v/nderixMng, 

^< Thanking you in the name of the Institution I represent, as well 

" as on my ovm part, 

" I am, honoured Sir, 

" Your obedient Servant, 

" JACOB FULLER, 

" Librarian. 

" P.S. — A more formal acknowledgment will appear in our 

Catalogue (Annual), to issue March, 1887. — J. E." 

The following is from an important Society having its head-quarters 

in Chicago : — 

" Chicaoo Philatelic Society, 

" Chicago, December 3rd, 1886. 
<< Patrick Chalmers, Esq., Wimbledon, England. 
" Dear Sir, 

*' I have been instructed by the above Society to communi- 
" cate to you the following resolution passed at meeting, held Thursday 
" eve, December 2nd, and also to thank you for your valuable contribution 
'* to the library of the Society of a copy of your pamphlet on the 
*' Submission of the Sir Bowlomd HiU Committee. Resolved : * That 
* * the Chicago Philatelic Society unanimously endorses the report of 
'' ' their Committee, and thank Mr. Chalmers for his efforts in estab- 
" * lishing beyond doubt the fact of Mr. James Chalmers being the 
" ' originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp.' I wish also to thank 
" you personally for the copy so kindly sent me. I hand you herewith 
" copy of the constitution of our Society, presuming the same may be 
" of interest to you. 

*' With best wishes, I am, 

" Yours very truly, 

" C. R. GADSDEN, 

" Secretary. 
" If they can possibly be obtained, I should like a copy of each of 
" your other pamphlets. — C. R. G." 
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The Yioe-Presideat of the same Society fayoors me with iho 
following : — 

" Chicago Philatbuc Society, 

" Chicago, December 6*, 1886. 
" P. Chalmebs, Esq., Wimbledon. 

'' Dear Sib, 

^ I take great pleasure in acknowledging the receipt of your 
<' second edition of SvJbmisaion of the Sir Bawland HiU Committee on 
^' the Adhesive Postage Stamp. 

** There is very little doubt in the minds of the majority of American 
^' Philatelists as to who was the real originator of the Adhesive Stamp, 
^ and your able pamphlet on this subject will certainly strengthen their 
" belief that they are correct in giving the credit to your honoured 
" father. 

" I have followed up your evidence carefully, and congratulate you 
" on the success that your very deserved efforts have obtained. 

" The * Chicago Philatelic Society ' at their meeting on last Thursday 
<' evening, passed resolutions endorsing your efforts in establishing the 
'* truth of an important historic fisict'. 

" Full proceedings of this meeting will be published in the Western 
" FhUatelUt in their initial number, a copy of which will be forwarded 
*' to you on the 20th of the present month. 

" Wishing you every success, 

** I remain^ truly yours, 

« P. M. WOLSIEFFER. 

« Vice-President G.P.Sr 

The following is from my early and valued correspondent, the 
Librarian to the State Library of Massachusetts : — 

"In the Service op the Commonwealth, 

** State Library of Massachusetts, 
** State House, Boston, 
" Patrick Chalmers, Esq. '* December 10th, 1886. 

Mt dear Sir, 

" Your latest pamphlet, JSubmission of the Sir Rowland HiU 
" Committee^ seems so conclusive a vindication of your father, and so 
** well supported our assertion of the credit justly his due, that it leaves 
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" little, if anything to add. Slowly the truth of history is vindicated, 
'' and modest worth outweighs pretentious self-assertion. 

" I thank you most heartily for the pamphlet, which I shall take 
" much pleasure in preserving in the State Library. 

** Yours most cordially, 

*« 0. B. TILLINGHAST, 

" Idbrarian." 

Mr. Stebbins, Philatelist, of Adrian, Michigan, writes m& that he 
has read my pamphlet, The Svhmiasion of the Sir Rowland Hill 
Committee, with great interest, and would much like to have a portrait 
of my father, — also asked for by several other correspondents. 

I now come to Mr. Fraser, Editor of the American PhtUUdiat, the 
official journal of the principal and leading Society of Philatelists in 
America, and of which Society Mr. Tiffany, of St. Louis, has just been 
elected the President. The first letter with which I have been favoured 
from Mr. Fraser, who is himself President of the Altoona Philatelic 
Society, is as follows : — 

"Altoona, Pennsylvania, 
" P. Chalmers, Esq., F.R.H.S., " November 22nd, 1886. 

« Wimbledon, England. 

« Dear Sir, 

" The American Philatelic Association (embracing Nortbi 
*' South, and Central America and the West Indies), has selected me as 
" the Editor of their Official Journal, The American PhilatelUt, and, as a 
" natural consequence, I will be called upon to answer all manner and 
" form of questions isolating to Philately, and no doubt the one in which 
'^ you are so deeply interested will be among the number. While I am 
" fully aware of the fact that your father was the inventor of the 
^^ Adhesive Stamp, and, in fact, the honor is almost universally conceded 
** throughout this country, yet I have a desire to fortify myself with 
^' facts to sustain the point, and to this end request you to send me the 
" price of the various pamphlets issued by you, that I may order them. 
** I wish to purchase one of each. 

** Respectfully, 

" W. R. FRASER, Pres., 
*• AUo<ma PhUtUdic Society, Altoona, Pa,, U.S.A.'* 
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Haviog sent Mr. Fraser the pamphlets asked for, I have received, in 
reply, the following most gratifying letter, and I only wish that more of 
our fellow-coontrymen took the same interest in being ** gratified " to 
find that one of Scotland's sons was the inventor of the adhesive stamp, 
or wonld equally care to read the &cts and particulars as does this 
valued correspondent :— 

« Altoona, Pennsylvania, 

" December Uth, 1886. 
" Dear Sir, 

" Your pamphlets have been received, for which accept my 

*' sincere thanks, and at the same time allow me to congratulate you on 

" having so clearly proved your father's claim to the honour of inventing 

" the adhesive stamp. I can conceive of no argument by which Mr. 

** Hill can affect your proof. Although a citizen of the United States 

** by adoption, I still have a tender feeling for my native land — Scot- 

" land — and the knowledge that one of her sons is the inventor of the 

" adhesive stamp is gratifying to me. 

" If a photograph or other good likeness of your father can be had, 
'' I would be happy to receive it to use in illustrating an article on the 
" subject in the February issue of the American Philatelist Please 
** send me date and place of birth, and death of your father, with photo- 
" graph or other representation ; also photograph of the adhesive stamps 
" sent by him to Sir H. Cole, and now in the Museum, and any otlier 
** information you may think necessary to enable me to write a semi- 
^* biographical sketch of the inventor of the postage stamp. This article 
'< will have considerable weight, being printed in the paper owned and 
" published officially by the American Philatelist Association. . . . 
** Have you seen the long article in the New York Leader^ It is 
" stronger than any you have yet republished." 

Mr. Watkins, the publisher of the Envpire State FkHcUeUst^ of New 
York, the official organ of the " National Philatelical Society," favours 
me with a copy of the December issue of that journal. From this 
useful publication I have been enabled to extract the names and 
addresses of over forty firms, dealers in postage stamps ; only a section, 
however, of those carrying on this business in the United States. To 
these firms my late pamphlets have been sent, and thi'ough them such 
will find readers in great numbers. This will give some idea of the 
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extent of stamp collecting in the United States — curiously enough in 
Scotland, the home and birthplace of the adhesive stamp, this business, 
as far as I am aware, is wholly unknown. 

The following is from the January number of the Western PhUcUeltsty 
of Chicago, just to hand : — 

" Mr. Patrick Chalmers is circulating the new edition of his 
* Submission of the Sir Eowland Hill Committee * quite extensively in 
this country, and with beneficial results, too. We have no doubt but 
that many of our societies will follow in the steps of the Chicago 
Society, whose resolutions will be found in another column. The views 
of the president of the A. P. A. on this subject have been widely 
circulated, and will carry much weight with Philatelists. Outside of 
philatelic circles the subject has been taken up by the daily press. The 
Chicago ffercUdf in an editorial headed * Who Gummed the Stamp?,' 
published last April, says, * Long may it [the adhesive stamp] stick 
there to honor him [Mr. Chalmers.] ' The New York Leader in a two- 
column article headed * Monumental Fraud,' takes up Mr. Chalmers' 
cause in behalf of * that tardy justice which after nearly half a century 
now begins to acknowledge his claim.' All philatelists who have not yet 
investigated this subject should read Mr. Chalmers' masterly presentation 
of the facts." 

At a meeting of the Chicago Philatelic Society, on motion of 
Vice-President Wolsieffer, the following resolutions were unanimously 
carried : — 

** Resolved, That this Society fully endorses the decision of the 
Encydopcedia Britcmnicay which establishes the fact of Mr. James 
Chalmers having been the originator of the adhesive postage stamp; 
that this important decision was achieved by the untiring efforts of 
Mr. Patrick Chalmers ; and that therefore Mr. Patrick Chalmers be 
hereby tendered the thanks of this Society. 

" Resolved, That the Secretary be instructed to furnish a copy of 
these resolutions to Mr. Patrick Chalmers ; also to provide for their 
printing in various philatelic journals." 

I invite special reference to the Appendix. 
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APPENDIX. 



ORIGIN AND FOUNDATION OF THE UNIFORM 
PENNY POSTAGE SYSTEM. 



No greater delusion has eyef obtained a footing in this countiy than 
that the reformed uniform penny postage system was an invention^ the 
product of the genius of Sir Rowland Hill— yet has not the AtJimceum 
told us that this reform " was his sole and undisputed invention, from 
" the workshop of an inventive mind " — and has not the TivMS equally 
said, upon the decease of Sir Rowland Hill, that " he devised the penny 
** postage unaided before he had ever been inside a Post Office " — ^and 
did not the press in general re-echo these sentiments, and, with these 
journals, call for the highest honours of the State to be bestowed upon 
the deceased genius and benefactor — one still a bene£sictor, but certainly 
no inventor, as can be shortly proved 1 

From a study of the Blue-books issued prior to 1837, it will be 
found that the Penny Postage scheme of 1837 was, in its entirety, only 
an unacknowledged copy, identical with a pre-existing proposal of the 
Commissioners of Post Office Inquiry as contained in their Fifth Report 
of 1835-36. The origin, again, of the proposals of this Fifth Report 
came from the Continent. Memorials having been sent in complaining 
of the high rates of postage, the same as upon letters, to which mercan- 
tile prices current were subjected, these Commissioners, in the year 
1835, held an inquiry upon the subject, in the course of which much 
valuable evidence was obtained from eminent City merchants, such as 
Mr. Joshua Bates and others, including members of foreign housea doing 
business with the Continent. From the evidence and subsequent report 
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it appeared that while the rates of postage in general were lower on the 
Continent than in this conntry, mercantile circulars enclosed in a 
wrapper open at the ends were transmitted by post " in France and 
"generally on the Continent " at a uniform rate, irrespective of distance, 
of the equivalent of a penny, paid on delivery. While such a docu- 
ment could be sent to or from Berlin to Hamburg, or to and from 
Marseilles, Bordeaux, or Paris, for a penny, the postage on reaching this 
country was 2s. 4d. — ^being Is. 2d. as a letter, and a further Is. 2d. for 
the wrapper, making same a dovhle letter. Of this the fordgn houses 
trading with the Continent complained grievously. To the Commis- 
sioners these comparative charges appeared a startling discrepancy, 
while it is scarcely less startling to find that the germ of our uniform 
Penny Postage system really came from abroad. In the interests of 
trade and commerce such an example was irresistible, and, still improving 
upon the Continental system, the Commissioners, under date, April, 1836, 
report and recommend, shortly stated, a low and uniform rate of postage 
ou prices current and similar mercantile publications, then subject to the 
same high and variable rates as were letters, to be prepaid by stamp im- 
pressed upon the sheet of paper, and charged by weight * in place of 
by sheet, at the rate of one penny the half-ounce. This Report I have 
already twice published in full. 

Insert " letters," and we have Mr. Hill's scheme from beginning to 
end. No reference whatever having been made to the proposals of this 
Fifth Report by Sir Rowland Hill in any of his writings, the result has 
been that he has thus obtained the credit of having invented this 
valuable system. 

In his pamphlet of 1837 Mr. Hill points out the great benefit 
to be derived by trade and commerce as respects the cheap trans- 
mission of prices current, and the large number of such that would 
certainly be transmitted, should his plcm be adopted ; but that the very 
same plan had already been put forward in this document which lay 
before him he does tiot tell us. And that such Report lay before him is 
clear. Reference may be here made to the facilities Mr. Hill possessed 
in the way of obtaining the views and proposals of the postal reformers, 
with the Blue-books of that period from them, already given at page 40. 

* Mr. Wallace had, in 1835, pleaded in the House of Commons for letters to be 
charged by weight in place of by sheet. 
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Again, in hiB " Life,** Vol. I., page 258, Sir Rowland Hill distinctly 
alludes to this Commission of Inquiry, which sat from 1835 to 1838, 
'* during which it issued no less than ten Reports, its efforts fairly 
" entitling it to the credit of much of the subsequent improvement" 
" Fairly entitled," indeed ! But that in one of these ten "Reports was 
embodied and recommended the very principles and figures of his scheme 
is left unsaid. Indeed, so far from telling ns this. Sir Rowland Hill 
tells us how the more important of these principles and figures arose in 
his own mind, the original kept out of sight and his own calculations 
and conclusions substituted. The Treasury Minute of 11th Mai^ch, 
1864,* confirming what that pioneer of postal reform, the Rev. Samuel 
Roberts, states as to uniform penny postage on letters having been 
" well known around the Post Office and other high places," Sir Row- 
land declares to be all nonsense — ^no one had ever proposed such a thing; 
he knew better; but in vain endeavoured to get the Treasury to 
retract. What was all this but a mania, bred of an overweening assur- 
ance and a grasping ambition, subsequently extending itself to the 
appropriation of James Chalmers' invention and proposal, the adhesive 
postage stamp. 

From " circulars " to " letters " was an evident step, and that such 
had been urged upon the Government prior to the proposals of Mr. 
Hill has been conclusively shown. 

To the objection "What will become of the revenue I** it was 
replied that, by the Act of Charles II. establishing the Post Office, 
" Public convenience, and not revenue," was the object aimed at and 
declared; and such earnest postal reformers as Lord Lowther, Lord 
Ashburton, Lord Sandon, and Mr. Jones Lloyd (Lord Overstone) 
upheld this view of the matter, subsequently adhered to by Mr, 
Rowland Hill. (See his evidence before the Select Committee on 
Postage of the year 1843, Question No. 74.) 

Such, then, is a brief, yet clear account of the origin of the reformed 
postal system, erroneously ascribed to the genius of Sir Rowland Hill, 
" devised by him unaided before he had ever been inside a Post Office ! *' 

* See ante, page 41. 
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THE 

FAMOUS CALCULATION OF ^th OF A PENNY. 



This remarkable production from the pen of Sir Rowland Hill, 
which led him to discover the great principle of " uniformity," about 
which so many have heard and written, but so few have seen or looked 
into, is very imposing to look at but after all very simple. After six 
pages of figures and tables, subtracting this and adding that, Mr. Hill 
ends where he might as well have begun (except for the purpose of 
throwing dust in the eyes of the awe-struck and bewildered reader) by 
giving a short, separate, memorandum of six lines. This shows that 
the cost of conveyance of the mail bags from London to Edinburgh 
amounted to no more than £5, including guards' wages for six days — the 
weight of the mails being, net, 6 cwt., and a letter weighing only J oz. . 
the cost of conveyance of a letter for a distance of 400 miles was thus 
only ^^th of a penny. This marvellous result of all his calculations 
led to the principle of ** uniformity " arising to his mind — if the cost of 
conveyance for 400 miles is so infinitesimal, that cost should be uniform 
irrespective of distance, an idea never before heard of. What the cost 
of conveyance might be betwixt other places where letters were few and 
charges heavy, Mr. Hill does not say, nor why the weight of a letter 
averaging J oz. should be taken at only J oz.. As well might ttie mau 
who now travels from Charing Cross to beyond the Bank, over two 
miles, for Id , quote that sum as the average cost of travelling in less 
frequented and more remote districts. The mail-coach got its living by 
carrying passengers, besides being exempted from tolls in England if 
carrying the mails, so took the mail bags for this small charg^e, if such 
the charge was. 

But once leave the mail coach route, when your letters, dwindled to 
a bag or a handful, had to be conveyed where there were no passengers, 

p 
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and oonveyance had to be paid for in full, and where were you ? No 
infinitesimal sum per letter then, but something very substantial, 
especially at the period in question. In this way the cost of conveyance 
of a letter not many miles out of Edinburgh, or but a short distauoe 
from any station on the mail-coach route, might clearly be very 
material . 

Mr. Hill is not insensible to this view of the matter, and soon 
begins to inquire what is to be done when the cost of conveyance from 
London is more than a penny per letter. More than a penny ! And if 
in many cases more than a penny, in how many more cases would that 
cost be three farthings, or a halfpenny, or a farthing % Yet we have 
just had all these pages of figures to prove that the cost of conveyance 
was quite infinitesimal, only ^th of a penny for 400 miles, and thus 
was the great pionciple of " uniformity " discovered ; though, on second 
thoughts, Mr. Hill admits there was no infinitesimal sum nor uniformity 
in the cost of conveyance whatever 1 

Could anything be more absurd — unless it be what Mr. Hill pro- 
poses should be done where the cost of conveyance to any locality was 
more than a penny a letter. In such cases there was to be a '* Secondary 
Distribution.*' The localities so situated were to have the privilege, 
after having taken out a licence " through the Guardians of the Poor," 
of fetching and carrying their own bags to and from the nearest mail- 
coach centre, charging the cost on the rates or on the letter, or in other 
words setting up a post-office for themselves. In all this Mr. Hill 
saw little difficulty, though after paying their proportionate cost of the 
packet service,* secondary distribution would have included all or 
most of Ireland and the Channel Islands, with half, or more than half 
in those days, of the area of the kingdom. Such is the remarkable pic- 
ture presented to our minds, by which we are asked to believe Mr. 
Hill discovered ** uniformity " all by himself. To most people the only 
uniformity apparent in contemplating same will be a picture of uniform 
confusion, jobbery, and peculation. In 1837, however, any such 
criticisms were overwhelmed by the offer of a penny postage, come at it 
how you may. 

* This gervice was then carried on at the public expense, the cost of the packet 
boats bemg £278,000, and carried on at an annnal net loss of £40,000. See Sixth 
Report of Commissioners. 
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Having thus by this calculation arrived at the principle of 
" uniformity," how came Mr. Hill to fix the measure of taxation at a 
penny the ^ oz., neither more nor less? What led hira to do so he tells 
us in his " Life." Surely, it will be said, such must form a prominent 
feature in this work ; there must be pages telling us what brought hi« 
mind, from a high and variable rate, to think of and to decide upon 
this magic penny. If not with this, with what else of equal interest can 
these two ponderous volumes be filled 1 All that we are told, however, is 
shortly this, that the penny was fixed upon by him because it was " the 
" minimum then in use." Unfortunately for this explanation, there 
was no such minimum then in use upon letters. There was a penny 
postage upon newspapers by the local post, but there appears no 
intelligible reason why, because local post newspapers were charged each 
one penny postage, the rate for letters should have been fixed upon by 
Mr. Hill at a penny the J oz., irrespective of distance. We know now 
that a uniform pe:iny postage was a current idea amongst the postal 
reformers of the period, and that such had been "urged upon the 
Government f only Sir Rowland Hill denies this, ignores altogether 
this Fifth Report, in which charge by weight, prepayment, and the 
use of stamps had already been recommended, and assumes the 
entire conception aa his own — *'his plan." Could the force of mania 
fiirther go ? 

Just as in the case of some public blunder or mismanagement, some 
individual partly though not very especially to blame, is turned into a 
scapegoat, no explanations availing him, so with a great public improve- 
ment ; some one prominently concerned is fixed upon to glorify, all he 
has done or professed to have done, or even more, is unreservedly placed 
to his credit, and some perhaps very ordinary, if not also very designing, 
individual transformed into a god. 
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C^£ ^trljfstbe |p0sta0e Stamjj. 



Wimbledon, 

January, 1887. 
Sir, 

In this Third Edition of the ** Submission of the 
Sir Kowland Hill Committee," the Preface and Contents of which 
are herewith, I have been enabled to add to the many valuable 
recognitions already obtained the decision of the "Dictionary of 
National Biography " in favour of James Chalmers as having been 
the originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. 

The Preface — ^your perusal of which is specially requested — ogives 
further particulars of this decision ; and I cannot doubt it will afford 
you satisfaction to aid me in vindicating the memory of one who, by 
his timely counsel at a critical period, saved the Penny Postage 
Scheme and has carried out same in practice to this day. 

The number of adhesive stamps now issued amounts to Two 
Thousand Millions a year in this country alone — four tons weight 
a day (see Daily Neics, 1st January). 

I am, Snt, 

Yours respectfally, 

PATRICK CHALMERS. 
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FEOM THE 

PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION. 



The pamphlets lately published under the titles, '* Concealment 
Unveiled, a Tale of the Mansion House," with " Sequel " to same, 
or ** Submission of the Sir Rowland Hill Committee," were drawn 
up not for the purpose of reflecting upon this Committee for having, 
under circumstances of much embarrassment, concealed from the 
subscribers to the Memorial Fund and from the public vital and 
essential facts. The object of these publications was to show from 
the proceedings and practical assent of this Committee that the 
reformed penny postage system was no invention whatever on the 
part of Sir Bowland Hill, but was, by their own assent, simply an 
unacknowledged reproduction of the prior proposals of other men. 
And such being the case, as with the scheme so with the adhesive 
postage stamp which saved the scheme and has carried it out in 
practice. The stamp, too, was not an original idea, but equally the 
prior proposal of another man, now clearly proved to have been the 
invention and timely proposal of James Chalmers, bookseller, Dundee, 
who laid this plan before the Mercantile Committee of the City of 
London, and before Sir Bowland Hill himself a year and a half before 
the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into Parliament, in a letter 
now in the South Kensington Museum Library, bequeathed by the 
late Sir Henry Cole, then Secretary to this City of London Mercantile 
Committee, and which now historical document is here re-pubHshed. 

Mr. Chalmers had previously laid this plan before the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons appointed to inquire into the 
proposed Penny Postage scheme. The letter of acknowledgment of 
the chairman, Mr. Wallace, is of date 9th December, 1887. 

Why this matter has not been more generally noticed by the London 
papers most usually read by the pubhc may be thus explained. Added 
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to the natural indisposition to admit a mistake, powerful influences 
have heen at work to stifle the fresh light I have brought to bear 
upon the whole subject of penny postage reform. Some idea of the 
vituperation to which I have been subjected will be found under the 
article from the Encyclapadia Britannica — ^while amongst other misre- 
presentations it has been freely circulated that I am a person under 
the hallucination '' that his father invented the penny postage scJietne,'' 
thus rendering my claim too ludicrous to obtain attention. But 
all this is only a tribute to the unanswerable nature of my case, 
and sooner or later my father's name and services, recorded by the 
Encyclopedia Britannica, and already widely recognised elsewhere at 
home and abroad, will equally obtain from the London press that 
recognition which is ever generously accorded to those who have done 
some public service. For what is the use of a scheme, however 
desirable, if you cannot carry it out in practice ? This it is which 
James Chalmers at a critical moment effected in the case of the 
reformed postage system, and however difficult it may be to dispel a 
long cherished delusion, to disperse preconceived ideas, every fresh 
eflbrt on my part to vindicate my father's name and services continues 
to be attended with ever happier results, such as cannot £eu1 ultimately 
to bring about a powerful reaction in favour of a neglected and 
unassuming public benefactor. 

1, Matfdeld Boad, 

Wimbledon, November, 1886. 



I have omitted in the above to call attention to the fact that this 
claim of mine on behalf of my late father is nothing new, if generally 
unknown and the credit attributed to the wrong man. In proof of 
this I may point to the local honours conferred upon James Chalmers 
over forty years ago ; to the remarkable letter of Sir Bartle Frere, 
given at page 86, and to an article which lately appeared in the 
Leisure Hour descriptive of a day in the Post Office, wherein the able 
writer, when arriving at the adhesive stamp, designates same ** the 
Chalmers stamp," though, equally as in the case of Sir Bartle Frere, 
never having heard of me or my publications. 
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PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION. 



DECISION OF THE DICTIONARY OF NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY 
IN FAVOUE OF JAMES CHALMERS. 

In now issuing this Edition, I am enabled to accompany same by an 
announcement of the highest importance to my cause. In the 
9th Volume of the Dictionavy of National Biography, just issued, is 
contained a biographical notice of James Chalmers as Post Office 
Reformer and Inventor of the Adhesive Postage Stamp. This standard 
work is well known to be conducted by the leading Uterary men of the 
day, and acknowledged as being the special authority in such matters 
of historical research. No stronger testimony could be borne to the 
irresistible nature of the evidence I have been enabled to produce than 
now to find in this further instance of investigation by a learned 
tribunal, as in the case of the former investigation by the Encyclopcedia 
BriUurmica, an emphatic decision in my flavour — and this notwith- 
standing that I have continued to labour under the disadvantage of 
being without the correspondence betwixt my late father and 
Sir Rowland Hill — a correspondence solely in the possession of my 
opponent in these investigations ; while only such ** extracts " from 
same as he has thought desirable has he yet been called upon to 
produce. Consequently, any "admissions" said to have been obtained 
from James Chalmers, now brought forward under such circumstances 
without the context, are of course valueless ; more especially so as it 
will now be seen, from a perusal of this pamphlet, that Sir Rowland 
Hill was an adept in obtaining admissions to which he was not 
entitled. 

Graceful recognition is further bestowed in this biographical 
notice upon the early postal and general public services of James 
Chalmers, who '' laid his plan before Mr. Wallace, M.P. for 
Greenock," and Chairman of the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons of 1887 and 1888 upon the proposed penny postage scheme 
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of Mr. Eowland Hill ; " he also corresponded with Joseph Hume, 
** M.P., with Patrick Chalmers, M.P., and with Rowland Hill himself 
" m 1839 and 1840." 

James Chalmers, then, is again declared to have been the inventor 
of the Adhesive Postage Stamp " in the month of August, 1834 " — 
a period on referring to which, in his ** Life," Sir Rowland Hill has 
left it on record that, as far as he knew or was concerned, " Of course, 
" adhesive stamps were yet undreamt of." Nor has it been shown 
that at any period Sir Rowland Hill invented this stamp; while 
on the other hand it is proved in this pamphlet that, so far from 
having been the inventor of this stamp, the penny postage scheme 
itself, hitherto taken as his invention, was nothing more than the 
unacknowledged reproduction of the prior proposals of other men. 

So much for the invention. But coming now to the question. Who 
first proposed to apply James Chalmers' invention for the purpose of 
carrying out the proposed reformed postal system ? This bipgrapiiy 
tells us that *' Mr. Pearson Hill has satisfactorily shown that his father 
'* (Sir Rowland Hill) had contemplated the possible use of the adhesive 
" stamp before Chalmers' plan was made known." That is, made 
known to Mr. Wallace in December, 1837, the House of Commons 
Committee having first met in November. If such was the case, it 
would be interesting to know what possible or practical benefit the 
penny postage scheme derived from this, the " contemplation " of 
Sir Rowland Hill? While Rowland Hill was, as we are told, "con- 
" templating," James Chalmers was acting, in that he at once wrote 
up, with his plan of August, 1834, to London, urging its adoption, 
first to Mr. Wallace in December, 1887, and again to the Mercantile 
Committee of the City of London in February, 1838. That was 
practical, and had the grand practical effect of saving and carrying 
out the scheme ; while Mr. Hill's contemplations extended up to the 
26th December, 1839, when at length he adopted Chalmers' plan 
after the passing of the Penny Postage Bill. Li thus finding it stated 
that Sir Rowland Hill '' contemplated the possible use " of this stamp, 
I have again been placed at a disadvantage, inasmuch as this biogra- 
phical notice, emanating from learned men whom I have never seen, 
was drawn up prior to the publication of my pamphlet. The Adhesive 
Postage Stamp. Li that pamphlet it is easily and clearly proved that 
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the adoption of the Adhesive Stamp for the purpose of carrying out 
the penny postage scheme in practice formed no part of the original 
proposals or intentions of Sir Eowland Hill. His plan was that of 
the impressed stamp on covers or wrappers, or on the sheet of letter 
paper itself, as may be read in his pamphlet of 1887. Again, in his 
letter to Lord Litchfield of 9th January, 1888, explaining his scheme, 
Mr. Hill repeats this, and this alone (see page 68). Again, in his reply 
to Mr. Chalmers of 8rd March, 1888, Mr. Hill makes no pretension to 
being in favour of an adhesive stamp (see page 52). And more conclusive 
still, if more is wanted, I beg reference to the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer when introducing the Penny Postage Bill on the 
5th July, 1889 (see page 58) : ** The plan of Mr. Eowland Hill was 
*' that a stamped cover was ahsoliUely to be used m aM cases; ** and 
for this impressed stamped cover alone was a "power'* asked for. 
Again, read the Press as late as the 80th August, 1889, the Times of 
which date has the following paragraph : *' The Penny Postage will 
'' commence, we learn, on the 1st January next. It is intended that 
*' stamped envelopes shall be sold at every post-office, so that stationers 
'* and other shopkeepers may, as well as the public, supply themselves 
'' at a minute's notice." Not a word as to an adhesive stamp being 
in contemplation. 

The proceedings in Parliament, alluded to above, and given at pages 
58-54, and taken from Hansard, vol. 48, will be found conclusive 
on the subject. When the Chancellor of the Exchequer, on the 
5th of July, 1889, introduced and carried a resolution sanctioning 
a Penny Postage Bill being brought forward, he distinctly only 
** asked Hon. Members to commit themselves to the question of 
'* a uniform rate of postage of one penny at and under a weight 
" hereafter to be fixed." Everything else was to be left open. 
" If it were to go forth to the public to-morrow morning that the 
" Government had proposed, and the House had adopted, the plan of 
" Mr. Rowland Hill, the necessary result would be to spread a convic- 
" tion abroad that, as a stamped cover was ahsohUely to be used in aU 
" cases, which stamped covers were to be made by one single manu- 
'' facturer, alarm would be felt lest a monopoly would thereby be 
'' created, to the serious detriment of other members of a most useful 
'' and important trade. The sense of injusticie excited by this would 
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" necessarily be extreme. I therefore do not call upon the House 
" either to affirm or to negative any such proposition at the present. 
" I ask you simply to affirm the adoption of a uniform penny postage, 
" and the taxation of that postage by weight. Neither do I ask you 
** to pledge yourselves to the prepayment of letters, for I am of opinion 
'* that, at all events, there should be an option of putting letters into 
'* the post without a stamp. 

'' If the resolution be affirmed, and the Bill has to be proposed, it 
*' will hereafter require very great care and complicated arrangements 
" to carry the plan into practical eflfect. It may involve considerable 
** expense and considerable responsibility on the part of the Grovern- 
'' ment ; it may disturb existing trades, such as the paper trade. 
** ... The new postage will be distinctly and simply a penny 
** postage by weight. ... I also require for the Treasury a power 
'* of taking the postage by anticipation, and a power of allowing such 
" postage to be taken by means of stamped covers, and I also require 
** the authority of rating the postage according to weight." 

In this dilemma, as to how to carry out the scheme in practice, 
Mr. Wallace favourably suggested the adhesive stamp, the adoption of 
which plan, he had no hesitation in saying, from the evidence adduced, 
would secure the revenue from loss by forgery. Mr. Warburton, also 
a member of the 1887-88 Committee, " viewing with considerable 
" alarm the doubt which had been expressed of adopting Mr. HUVs 
** plan of prepayment and collection by stamped covers,*' recommended 
that plans should be applied for from the public. 

Again, in the House of Lords on the 5th of August, Lord Mel- 
bourne, in introducing the Bill, is as much embarrassed as was the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in the Commons. The opponents of the 
Bill use, as one of their strongest arguments, the impossibility of 
carrying out the scheme in practice. The Earl of Ripon says : — 
" Why were their Lordships thus called upon at this period of the 
" session to pass a Bill when no mortal being at that moment had 
** the remotest conception of how it was to be carried into execution ? " 
Here Lord Ashburton, like Mr. Wallace in the Commons, favourably 
suggested the adhesive stamp, *' which would answer every purpose, 
** and remove the objection of the stationers and papermakers to the 
** measure." 
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The Bill having passed, and Mr. Hill relegated to the Treasury to 
carry out the reformed scheme, after plans had been called for from 
the public and nothing better found, the adhesive stamp was at length 
officially adopted by Mr. Hill in conjunction with his own plan already 
mentioned. Then Mr. Hill pretends that the adhesive stamp had been 
** contemplated" by him ever since February, 1887 — a mere pretext 
and afterthought, bred of the success which had attended James 
Chalmers* happy invention and proposal. In a letter of date 
18th January, 1840, Mr. Hill accordingly writes to Mr. Chalmers to 
that effect — sends Chalmers about his business, and usurps the merit 
properly belonging to the Dundee bookseller. " Why did you not tell 
me this before ? " says in effect James Ch|dmers in his reply. ** There 
** is a copy of your letter of 8rd March, 1888, in which no such preten- 
" sion is brought forward — it is only now that I learn for the first time 
** that you had proposed or were at all in favour of an adhesive stamp." 
But the simple man, only too pleased to find his plan adopted, carried 
the matter no further ; and even if so disposed, was indeed helpless in 
the hands of Kowland Hill then in despotic power. 

Let me, in conclusion, -ask the reader's attention for a moment 
to that scene in the House of Commons on the 5th July, 1839, and 
on the subsequent occasion in the House of Lords. Here was a Bill 
on which the nation had set its heart — the prospect of a uniform 
penny postage had been brought witiiin measurable distance of 
completion, but yet wanted the motive power. Ministers and 
Members of the Legislature alike were at fault as to how to carry it 
out in practice, and the voice of the Opposition rose aloud in jeering 
tones, " Why should we be called upon to pass this Bill when no 
** mortal being had the remotest conception of how it was to be 
** carried into execution ? " Has not the man who solved that problem, 
who made that prospect a reahty, yet himself unrewarded, neglected, 
and unknown, — ^has not that man deserved well of his country ? 

Then what of the professed and reputed originator of all this — 
enriched in life, canonised in death — ^what does Sir Rowland Hill tell us 
of these memorable scenes, the struggle and crisis of the fight ? What 
says he of them in that " History of Penny Postage " written by himself 
for the information of his countrymen and posterity ? Of the dilemma 
of the Government, the sneers of the Opposition, or the interposition 
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of Mr. Wallace and Lord Ashborton, he tells us not a line, not a word — 
all totally ignored. And why ? Because to have breathed a whisper of 
these matters of 1889 wotdd have been ignominiously to extinguish his 
pretensions to a prior proposal of an adhesive stamps or of anything 
approaching to such a proposal. Long years were allowed to elapse 
before a *' History " such as this was palmed upon the public — 
the £EUsts would be forgotten — ^no man would arise to question the 
statements or pretensions of one who had clenched that public so 
thoroughly in his grasp. And this is the return, coupled with other 
delusive omissions pointed out in this pamphlet, the ungenerous and 
uncandid return of Bowland Hill to that nation which has dealt so 
generously by him. That he may be looked upon as an originator 
where he was only an adapter or copyist at the dictation of others, 
reference to matters of the most vital interest in the history of this 
reform is wholly omitted. Statements in Parliament of the first 
importance, and essential to the right understanding of this history 
the fs^ts of which he has professed to set forth, are left wholly 
unnoticed. And for what purpose ? To add to his own brow un- 
merited laurels, stripped from a helpless. and deserving man; and 
leaving that man, upon whose brains he had flourished, despoiled of 
reward and, as far as the spoiler cared, consigned to obhvion. 



To the conclusive evidence and recognitions establishing the title 
of James Chalmers to have been the originator of the adhesive postage 
stamp already brought forward by me, is thus now to be added this 
further decision on the part of a standard work, the authority of which 
no joiumal of the day will venture to dispute. For some account of 
previous recognitions of the highest authority, including that of the 
Eruyychpcedia Brkannica, I refer to the Preface to the Second Rdition 
of this pamphlet, and Contents of the present. 

To the letters already given from the United States I am now 
enabled to add a long list from State and University Libraries, 
Historical and Philatelic Societies — some, indeed, stating that James 
Chalmers may now be looked upon as all but universally known and 
recognised as the author of what is there considered a world-wide 
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boon. Articles in the United States press testify to the same effect, 
while the hitherto silence of important London journals on the subject 
is commented upon with surprise or severity. For that silence so &r 
several obvious reasons may, however, be adduced in explanation. 
But looking at the position the matter has now arrived at, it would be 
difficult to understand upon what principle this silence should be 
maintained and the name and services of James Chalmers continue to 
be ignored in any quarter professing to instruct the public and to do 
justice to those who have done public service. Why this matter has 
not been brought forward earlier is explained in my publications. 

P. C. 

1, Mayfield Boad, 

Wimbledon, January^ 1887. 
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To the Editor of the ** Times." 

Sib, 

With reference to the claiius which I have for some time 
past put forward on behalf of my late father as having been the 
originator of the Adhesive Postage Stamp, I beg to enclose for 
the favour of your perusal a condensed list of the many and 
important recognitions already obtained to that effect at home 
and abroad. 

Of what avail was it for Sir Kowland Hill to *' advocate," as 
now termed in your Jubilee summary, the above reform if 
unable to show how same could be carried out in practice? 
** Why should we be called upon to pass this Bill," said its 
opponents, in July, 1839, ** when no mortal being had the 
remotest conception of how it was to be carried into execution ? *' 
In attempting to show how this was to be done by making use of 
an impressed stamped wrapper or cover, Rowland Hill had dis- 
tinctly failed. ** This part of the subject must stand over," said 
the Government of the day ; ** it will require very great care and 
complicated arrangements to carry the plan into practical effect." 
But in this dilemma the advocates of the Adhesive Postage 
Stamp came forward in both Houses of Parliament and called 
for the adoption of that plan- —a plan which the Encyclopcedia 
BHtannica and Dictionary of National Biography have both now 
decided, after special investigation initiated by Mr. Pearson Hill 
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himself, to have been invented by James Chalmers in August, 
1834, and sent by him to Mr. Wallace, Chairman of the 
Committee of 1837-38 ; also to Mr. Cole, Secretary to the 
Mercantile Committee of the City of London, a year and a half 
before the Penny Postage Bill was introduced into Parliament. 

Sir Henry Cole has bequeathed this plan of James Chalmers 
to the South Kensington Museum Library, and same has been 
pubHshed by me, as now in use. 

** Let us have the adhesive stamp,** said Mr. Wallace and 
others. That plan was ultimately adopted by Treasury Minute of 
26th December, 1839— the Penny Postage scheme was saved — 
the engines were supplied to the immovable craft — all went 
well and has gone well to this day. Indispensable then, 
indispensable it remains to the trade and commerce, not alone of 
the nation, but of the world. 

These facts here briefly sketched are proved more at . length 
in my publications, and I trust that the services of James 
Chalmers, of Dundee, already so widely recognised, will now 
further be made known to the public through the columns of 
the Times, and other papers. 

Yours respectfully, 

PATKICK CHALMEES, 

F.R. Hist. Soc.y and Honorary Member of 
Seven American Philatelic Societies. 

Wimbledon, 

June 29<//, 1887. 
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